


GENERAL 


Page 


ABSTRACTS OF RECENT DECISIONS (see 
Criminal Law; Financial Law; Insurance Law; R 
cent American "Decis ions; Recent English Decisions.) 

ACTION (see Current Topics) 

ASSIGNMENT Leading Articles). 

ATTORNEY (see Leading Articles). 


BAR ASSOCIATIONS 
Alabama, article on 


See 


see 


Current Topics. 
American, address Of President A. R. Lawton. 

annual election of officers 

paper by Mr. J. W. Shirley 

programme for annual meeting.. 

See Current Topics 

Kentucky, Mr. Reinec ke on Codification.. 

New York State, notice of annual meeting.. 

Philadelphia (see Current Tepics). 
BOOKS, notice of new 

Abbott's New York Dig rest, Ist Supp., 

American Decisions Index heii 

American and English Railroad Cases. 

Benjamin on Sales 

Best on Evidence 

Buckham on Insanity... 

Burroughs on Taxation, Supplement. 

Copp’s Public Land Laws.. 

Crooke James’ Curiosities of Law and Li awyers. sia 

Edmonds’ Select C: pas kahedarh doen 

Graham and L: ne’s Excise Laws 

Gray’s Restraints of Alienation 

Greenleaf on Evide > e 

Hawaiian Reports, Vol. iata 

Hirschl on Fraternities saab Societies 

Jones on Chattel Mortages enue 

Jones on Pledges ; 

Malone’s Real Property Trials. .... 

Mann’s Psychological Medicine .. 

Merwin’s Patentability of Inventions..... 

Minor’s Institutes, 2d edition . 

Newson’s Law of Shipping, 2 

Overton on Liens ‘ 

Pomeroy’s Equity Juris prude ME ses oecosk 

Scribner on Dower... aes 

Seward’s Diplomatic History. 

Shakespeare as a lawyer. > andsee 

Simonds’ Summary of the Law of Patents....... 

Spear's Federal Judiciary 

Story’s Conflict of Laws... 

Tiedman on Real Property .... 

United States Digest, Vol. 13.. 

Virginia Reports, Vol 

Ww alker on Pat e nts 


Vol. ¢ 


Pr 


Warvelle on Abatees ; 
Wood's Brown on Carriers 


CALIFORNIA 


Supreme C ourt Abstracts (see Recent American De- 
cisions). 


CARRIER (see Current Topics). 
CASES IN FULL, for subject, see Index-Digest. 
CHIVALRY of the Law. 
CIVIL npg le ACT (see Current Topics 8). 
OODIFICAT 
Extract tt ape by Wim 
Bar Association 
COLERIDGE, Lord C hief Justice e, 
of tour e 
Address of, at New York Acade my of Music 
Sketch of life of 
See Current Topic 8; Notes, Miscellaneous. 
CONTINUANCE, presumption of.... 
CONVERSION (see Leading Articles). 
CONVEYANCES two husband and wife .. ... 
CORPORATIONS (see Current Topics ; Taxation). 


Vo. 28. 


teinecke to Rentemy 


‘editorial acc ount | 


284, 


326 





INDEX. 


4 
CORRESPONDENCE. 

Accepting gifts and title s from mone pen ° 
Code of Crim. Proc., §§ 221 a7 460, 
Code of Crim. Proc. a 
Code of Crim. Proc., §7 
Correction 
Court of Appeals, N. a 
Criminal Code, § 843.. 
English and Frenc h Lawyers compared — case law 

and codes.... ie 
Fraternities and societies, Mr. Hirsch! on. 
Exceptio probat regulam.. , 
Interest after maturity ... 
Judges leaving court during trial . 
Judges, new. . 
Married women’s rights, recent disturbance of 
Nelson, Judge. portrait of. 
“Not drunk, but very sick’ — 
Printers’ fees for legal notices 
Queries eee sasese 
Reports, e »ndles oe 


| CRIMINAL LAW. 
abstracts of decisions .34, 60, 157, 257, 2 
For subjects, see index-digest. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 
action, N. Y. Code, definition of .. ... - 
Albany Law Journal, c ontemporaries copy ng § 
and me thods of. de 
Ambler murder . : 
American law and lawyers, 
Times, comments on 
American legal institutions, English press on 
appeal in criminal cases, recommendation of New. 
ark Daily Advertiser to take aw ay right of 
assault and battery ; excuse of, by maxim 
time by the forelock.’ 


., relief of.. 


17, 337, 379 


‘in London 
. 381, 


letter on, 


association for reform and ¢ c odific ation of the law of 
28 


nations... 2, 
Bar associ itions, 
Pres. Stanse 

Extract from address of Mr. ‘Henry Wilson. 
American comments on attendants, papers, etc. 
American programme for annual meeting.. ... 
New York city, 3d annual report of committee to 
urge rejection of proposed Civil Code.. ee 
Barrett, Judge, as a dramatist 
3ayard, Senator, comments on 
Law School ; 
Bells of church as a nuisance . 
Benjamin M., dinner to .. 
retirement of, London Law ‘Times on. 
Black, Judge, comments on death of .. 
Capital punishment, paper of Prof. 
American Social Association .... 


“Alabama, extract from address .. 


Page. 


60 
480 


. 358 


take 
», 


“address a to Yale : 
] 


Carrier, refusing to perinit passenger to oc cupy berth 
1 


Nevin v. Pullman P. C. C 


in sleeping car. 
1, 2, 


Civil Rights 
tional.... 
Mr Justice e Harlan’s dissenting ‘opinion. 
Rev. Dr 
Court es . 
Classics, study of, “¢ ‘oleridge ‘and Adamson... 
Codification, paper by Wm. Reineck 
in England, extract from Nation 
Coleridge, Lord Chief Justice, 
reception 
on American institutions and jurisprudence.. 
on American jurisprudence ; codification 
arrangements for proposed visit..... .... 
arrival and entertainment of 
Chicago reception 
classical names of cities, etc., 
comments of London Law Journal 
to visit Canada 
Federal Supreme C ourt rec eption.. 
Fort Schuyler Club entertainment 
literary opinions of...... * 
‘ plurality ” of 
remarks of English contemporaries. on visit of.. 


Act, §§ declared 


on American Tour, 
on omission 


unconstite- 


Patton on decision of Federal Supreme 


; 20: 
Academy of Music 


ee wapervees State enue of, Judge C ooley 181 


on. 








522 GENERAL 


INDEX. 





CURRENT TOPICS— Continued. Page. 


Court of Appeals, N. Y., failure of, to clear calendar 
at close of year . . 
Mr. Howard Ellis on failure to clear calendar 

new quarters of, gowns, etc. 
Court of Chancery, argument for abolition of.. sae 
criminal law, Poole trial in Englanc am 
dancing, Americ an society of professors of.. 
definition, ‘* person ” as concerning woman 
District Court bill in E span és 
divorce, Nickerson case. . 

public trialsin. ... 

statistics of New York. ' 
** Drake’s Game Dinner” Chicago mages 3 News on.... 
duelling, Elam-Beirne affair. ... Guede sees 
Dwight insurance case 
Ecclesiastical law; Mackonochie case . 


Edmonds’ select cases, reply to criticism ‘of review ‘of 348 
42 


evidence, conversation through telephone. 
practical tests in. People v. Carney ... 
good name, value of, as established by North Caro- 
lina Supreme Court . 

Guiteau trial, opinion ‘of Lord Coleridge as to con- 
duct of ae : 
Hawaiian Re; ports, Vol. 4. - 
Idem sonans ; Woolridge case, Texas . 
sasnesge r, liability for valuables stolen. 

Rand. 
tnennity. defense of counsel by reading account ‘of | 
Guiteau trial. .... 
in its medico-legal relations, pape r of Dr. Buck- 
man, Guiteautrial .. aes 
moral, Elwell-Spitzka controve Tsy 
intoxication, beer as a producer of 
judge, liability for false anpenenmnant 
judges’ gowns 
uries, laying down of the law by. 
= ry Piet greeing, Dr. Gray on. . 
Mail and express on multiplicity of 
Rt. and American : 
ephemeral character of fame of gre ae 
Lewis, Dr. Dio, new magazine of. etka 
libel, Belt v. Lawes, new trial. 
Feuardent vy. ¢ esnol ase 
literature, law and lawyers 3 in, Journal ‘of ‘Jurispru 
dence and Scottish Law Magazine and London Law 
Journalon.. . 4 
Marine Court of New York supe rseded bye ity « cou ut, 
marriage, defeat of “ deceased wife’s sister” bill in 
House of Lords.... 
effect of, in both ¢ ‘anada and E Ingland.. 
effect of, in jest . a { 
with deceased wife’s sister, “pill in’ House of 
Commons.. 


Hancock 


right of wife to exclude husband from her house 22: 


Mason, pardon of, by President .. 

municipal corporation, liability for negligence ‘of 
fire department.... 

Nelson, the late Mr. Justice, presentation of por- 
trait of, to Court of Appeals 

O'Donnell murder case, exclusion of Gen. Pryor, 
London Law Journal on... ‘ 

* Pacific Coast Law Journal” and “ West Coast Re- 
porter” Peereces scecece 

pass, judges receiving railroad 

Payn, Jas ‘ Sing at lawyers by 

Peckham, W. H., resignation of, as district-attorney, 

iaeeamain parliamentary bill to permit exhibi- 
tion of he ie 

real estate -- “ c ympost’ 2 

—— rules of, «nal e-- Chief Justice Appleton 

4 


legal, West ‘Jersey Press on ... 
registration, vital papers by Dr. J. Delavan.. 
religious worship, annoyance to people, ted noise at, 
Salvation army case 
reports, reporters and reporting . 
compressed . 
insertion of obiter dicta 
2N.Y ° 
rights, assertion of. Mr. J. T. Platt’s paper at Amer- 
ican Social Science Asso ... 
Sandford, Vice-Chancellor, portrait. of,” ‘added : 
Court of Appeal gallery 4 
searches of real estate titles in New York c ity. 
sentence until prisoner could learn to write .. 
“ Shakespeare as a lawyer ’ book, notice of 
“ shooting at sight,”’ Chief Justice Jackson, on 
Slander, Young v. Bridges, La. S. C.. é 
Spanish Law Courts, account of, by Mr. ‘Henry Day, 
Spurgeon, tract by, ‘‘ Try Him, try Him” 
Statute of Frauds, bill to amend, in House of Com- 
mons 
stenographers, ( Ohio association, first annual meet- 
ng o ‘ 
strikes, suggestion of N. Y. 
pena al os 
suicide, common-law penalties . eb bhindintebbaaunnees 
Rev. Thos. K_ Beecher on..... onae.d 
Supreme Court, New York, new judges SROR.....o00- 
character of nominations to fill vacancies. 








CURRENT TOPICS-— —Continued Page. 
Supreme Court, U.S , Mr. B. F. Lee on relief of... 141 
Mr. C. A. Hand on relief of 
committee of law association of P. hiladelphia to 
consider delays in ia 
telegraph case. 28; 
“The shallows murmur but the ‘deeps are dumb,” 
origin of quotation ° 82, 
time, new standard, legal question ‘growing out ‘of, 
in Massac ‘husetts. . ; 
‘vacation’ ‘ 
woman, American, 


DAVIES, H. J., on short hand in preparation of bills 
18 


of exceptions 
DEFENSE of real estate, fore eas. 
DEVISE (see Leading Articles) 
DISSECTION and resurrection ... 
DIVORCE (see Current Topics) 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW (see Current Topics). 
ENGLAND (see Recent! English Decisions). 
EQUITY JURISPRUDENCE, Pomeroy’s 
EVIDENCE (see Current Topics) 


FINANCIAL LAW. Abstracts of Decisions. . ; 


For subjects see Index- Digest 


FUTURE OF OUR PROFESSION, raper by _ 


John W. Shirley before American Bar Association. 


GEORGIA’ Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent 


American Decisions). 
HUSBAND AND WIFE (see Conveyance). 


IDENTITY, the presumption of 
ILLINOIS Supreme Court Abstract (see end pes 


ican Decisions) 
INKEEPER (see Current Topics) 
INS S ANITY (see Current Topics). 
INSURANCE LAW, Abstracts of Decisions .. 80, 140 


159, 240, 296, 338, 358, 518 


ordinary oce upation’ 


For subjects, see Index-Digest 
Life, curiosities of . — 264 
(See L Leadin g Articles). 
IOWA Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent American 
Decisions) 


JUDGE (see Current Topics). 
JUDICIAL ACTS, presumptive validity of.......... 


KANSAS Supreme Court Abstracts (see Recent Amer- 
ican Decisions) . 

KENTUCEY Court of Appeals Abstracts (see Re- 
cent American Decisions). 


KNOWLEDGE (see Presumption) 


LAND holding among the early Germans.. ; 
LAWSON, JOHN D., on the presumption of ¢ con- 
tinuance 2 é 
on the presumption of identity . 
on presumption of know ledge . “ 
on presumptive validity of judic ial acts. 


LAWTON, A. R., address before American Bar ‘as 
sociation . 2 
LEADING AR TICLES: 
Alabama State bar association 
Attorney’s liability for officers’ fees.. 
Common words and phrases, 4,44, 84, 185, 204, ; 324, 365, 
424 


Conversion, element of intention in... 

Devise for life with power of disposal... 

Insurance, assignment of policy on life of assignor, 
Lic ense, oral, to flow land 4, 
Malicious prosecution of mere ‘suit, action for... . 
Marriage, pregnancy as ground for avoiding .... 
Nuisance, abatement of public ; dwelling- wane 
Pomeroy’s Equity Jurisprudence : 


LEO. LEOPOLD, on chivalry of the lew... 
LICENSE (see Leading Articles). 


MC. ADAM, LUCIUS, on curiosities of life insurance a 


saci Supreme Court Abstract (see Rece nt Amertoan 
Decisions). 

MALICIOUS PROSECUTION (see Leading Ar- 
ticles 

MARRIAGE (see Current Topics ; Leading Articles). 

MARYLAND Court of Appeals Abstract,(see Recent 
American Decisions) 








GENERAL INDEX. 523 

























- _ — 

e. Page. | Page. 

* MASSACHUSETTS Supreme Court Abstract (see PAYNE, ISAAC N., on conveyances to husband 

D Recent American Decisions). and wife 

31 MICHIGAN Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent PENNSYLVANIA | Supreme Court Abstract ‘(see 
American Decisions). Lee it An Ce cisions 

B2 

MINNESOTA Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent PRESUMPTION OF CONTINUANCE....284, 826 

D1 1mericai Lh ciswoiis). PRESUMPTION OF io ne aa . a 

MISSOURI Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent PRESUMPTION OF KNOWLEDGE ...... 7%, 12 

22 1merican Decisions 
4 MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (ee Current RECENT. a see ee 7 eo 
So a Georgia Supreme Court ....... areas ; 17 
MURDER (see Current Topics). Illinois Supreme Court... ...... sain cae 119, “140, 274, 517 

87 Iowa Supreme Court..... ..........- .. 195, 333, 496 

15 NEBRASK/ A Supre me Court Abstract (see Recent pore us Supreme Court ges sere-enes we} 18, 398, 435, ri] 
American Decisions entucky Court o DRGGIB. coccse ce soocs r4f 

. NELSON, MR JUSTICE, | resent: ition of portralt Maine Supreme Court vt tee cece eee BF 7, 98 498, 518 

07 of to New York Court of Eope als 419 Maryland Court of Appeals oo 37, 78, 417, 436 
a teks , ; Massachusetts Supreme Court.. .. 55, 177, 278, 379, 478 

NEW JERSEY ( a of Chancery Abstract (see Re Michigan Supreme ee ee Breore mh ‘ 199, 336 

cent American Deciswms). Minnesota Supreme Court....... ........ 57, 79, 319, 358 

Court of Errors Abstract (see Recent American De- Healt Susceene © ners Stave cseadcesoesess . 156 

CBLONS). : : Nebraska Supreme GIs 6 ssts.eceene cane ... 189, 197, 256 

64 Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent American De- New Jersey Court of Chancery... .. -- + AB, 437, 477 
Ciswns). New Jersey Court of Errors and Appeals . ...-. 55, 97, 204 

NEW YORK ( oust of Appeals Abstract (see Recent New Jersey Supreme Court . ; 54, 97, 198, 255 

~9 3 ‘Americ tu Decisions). ‘ New York Court of Appeals . ere 396 

99 Court of Appe: us. ‘Decisions handed down (June 29), North Carolina Supre me Court ........... 196, 254, 294, a 

ss 20; (Oct. 2). 279; (Oct. 2), 300; (Oct. 16), 320; (Oct. Ohio Supreme Court. 335, 37 

23), 310; (Oct. 26), 360 ; Noy. 20), 420; (Dec. 4), 460; Pennsylvania Supreme Court. 
(Dec. 11), 480; (Dec. 14), 500 Rhode Island Supreme Court . 
05 - , Texas Supreme Court . 
A St me Cx bstract (see 
NORTH CAROLINA Supre OER AS Se United States Circuit Court .. 5: q 
; 2 : ; : 318, 356, 376, 398, 459, 556 
NOTES OF CASES, for subjects of (see Iidexr-Di- United States District Court. ..35, 53, 138, 153, 176, 318, 315 
376, 459, 515 
NOTES. MISCELLANEOUS. United States Supreme Court. ..16, 34, 52, 76, 116, 156, 238 
advertisement to do without lawyers .... .. ee . Y , 897, 416, 433, 458, 476, 495, 517 
46 American Bar Association, officers elect of ....... 180 barge Supreme Court... . ...- 275. 357, 434, 460 » 
. f Choate, Rufus, Uon. Geo. S. Boutwell on... 400 est Virginia Supreme ¢ Jourt, epee DD, 2 
: Coleridge, Lord Chief Justice, Canada Law Journal ba a on tr gine 1 ere SE | ae. 495 
; on visit of Shs sabsip<Gs ¥en or subjects, see Index- Digest. 
and J. hh. ly Hegister on te 0 | RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.. ..58, 198, 200, 220 
N. Y. Daily Register on ac ade emy ‘of music re- 205, 337, 378, 438, 460, 479, 519 

J ception .. .— aN eaRENtesweeee Beemaneapew eee 320 For subjects, see Index- Digest 

40 sketch of life of rove weiss «180 | DEINECKE WM steathed. - 

18 telegraphic correspondence between, and Ameri- wis AL, “ ‘Cs aaa oes “ illcah labia sree 

e can Bar Association .......... irs ere 18 (See Cu ; . 

64 deceased wife’s sister bill hala RELIGIOUS WORSHIP (see Current Topics). 
Delaware Chancery on, RST RHODE ISLAND Supreme Court Abstract (see 
divorce record, k agente. bef searsste hoot é Recent American Decisions). 

og asa collecto sing Frer an | eee 
dog as a collector, WS nati isn eBIIEIAES ROGERS, R. VASHON, on dissection and resur- 
epigrams suggested by a certain deaf judge.. rection “ 
execution, poetical return tO... 2. ....ccccccccccccce 
. Feuardent v. Cesnola ‘ as Mi dsbh seen ecbban se SHIRLEY, JOHN W. on the future of our vgn ~ 205 
French Bar, paper of Mr. McFarland...... SION... ee we eeee teens te eeee ees seen cess ° 
, Guiteau trial, Legal Intelligencer in reply to Dr. SHORT- HAND in preparation “of bills of "excep- 
3 Buckham. .. nese beaks ie 400 tions. .. 187 
“Ifow Robert and Stephen were Translated,” poem, 340 . . 
§ innkeepers bound to insure guests against kidnap TAXING CORPOR: ATIONS under New York o4 
rd ping. . a laws, ISS lap S61 see .- @ 
¥ local customs, sin gular instance of v: ilidity of. .... 2600 | TAYLOR, THOMAS F., on land holding among 

287 metaphor, amusing mixed ieee. ds sen eons ee a OS ila TRE TS tie PERT 2 

aa) 8 » J 
New Seoney a ek ~ ae ine aS = TEXAS Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent Ameri- 
Reporters, American, becca iation of names of ... 280 can De opeeageen ‘ 
Shirley, J. W., contemporaneous notice of paper of, 260 | TRUSTS for pious uses ........... veteee crsceeee + 886 
Solicitors’ Journal on editorial account of Lord 

Coleridge's progress .... psiagbeene sae 4G 330 | UNITED STATES Circuit Court Abstract (see 
Wehens - ‘C astyie aa er . 120 Recent American Decisions). 

Or stré sea Rec F ode ™ 

wand “NOTICE,” Court of Appeals on, again, ., by J. H. Hop- eg ourt Abstract (see Recent American De 

ccGatabatene, J4ananeread 246 Pcie a Abstract (see Recent rican De- 

a NUISANCE | see Leading Articles). ao Court Abstract (see Recent American D 

+ OBITUARY NOTICES: AOL ae o53 | VERMONT Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent 

104 James, Amaziah B... 22222 222.022, ee Amertcan Decisions 

_ OHIO Supreme Court Absteacts (see Recent Amertean WATER 4 AND WATER-COURSE (see Lead- 

+ Decisions.) ing Articles). 

165 “ 

304 : : ‘ wre . | WEIGHTMAN, HUGH, on trusts for pious uses, 386 

64 PALMER. E. F.., on force as a defense = seal estate 145 WEST VIRGINIA Supreme Court Abstract (see 

244 PAMPHLETS AND PERIODICAL 0. 380 - Recent American Decisions). 

" vis 2). I é y 
464 American Law Register.... oo ah y ), 300, 380, 440 WISCONSIN Supreme Court Abstract (see Recent 
126 American Law Review......... , aan arid 60, 160, 340 y ot pay Bio eng 
? Criminal Law Magazine _... acds-a:4aues tae ‘ ‘ eee 
Gidson’s Law Notes. . ‘cb dee manai sedans -... 260 | WORDS, common, and phrases (see Leading Arti- 
Law Magazine and OE MELEE ORAL, cles). 





264 
































INDEX-DIGEST 


TO 


ABSTRACTS, CASES IN FULL AND NOTES OF CASES, 





[Cases abstracted are indicated by Ab.; 


Cases in full, by Full; 


Current Topics, by C. T.; Notes 


of Cases, by N.] 


Page. 
ON. Arrest of servant to injure porter. St. 
Johnsbury, ete., R. Co. v. Hunt. (Vt. 8.C.), Ab.... 483 
2.--Equitable; when action not AS from law 
court. Payson v. Lamson (Mass. 8. C), Ab 
3.— ——; to avoid judgment at law; promissory note 
by agent; judgment by default on defective declara- 
tion. Cragin v. Lovell (U. 8.8. C.), Ab... .. 
ADMINISTRATOR. De bonis non, nw ue his 
predecessor. U. Walker (U. 8S. 8. C.), 5 
2.— Payment to Rs Ay "effect of. Wilkins v. flicté (U. 
il 


8.8. C.), Fr inctnd-ake be... teks ehbeaebaee ee aie rf 
3.— Statute of limitations may not be waived by. Lit- 
Cetels ¥. atom (ibe. &. C.), MD... cccccsee sescescsece 98 
ADMIRALTY. See Jurisdiction; Maritime Law. 
ADULTERY. See Marriage. 
ADVANCEMENT. Voluntary conveyance to child; 
gift. Burton vy. Baldwin (lowaS8. C.), Ab .......... 353 


ADVERSE POSSESSION. _ Tax certificate not 
color of title. a v. Sapeee hese 8. C.), 
. . 256 
AGENCY.  Contons t to sell realty: ; excess ot ‘enther- 
ity when avoids. Thomas v. Joslyn (Minn. 8. C.), Ab. 79 
2.— soceretion® of agent will not prove. Gifford v. 
pO EN RR rer ere 77 
3. — Evidence of. Owens v. Evans (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.. 18 
.— Liability of principal for contract of ats con: 
tract underseal. Borcheling v. Katz (N. + Ch . 437 
.— Principal liable in tort for acts of agent. Shout : 
Annis (Me. 8. C.), Ab.. 469 
.— Naming purchaser does not. entitle broker to com- 
mission. (Austrian case), N.. 383 
7.— Non- Redkenaes of prince ipal ; “rights ‘of principal. 
Miller v. Sullivan (Ohio 8. ©), Ab. 376 
.— Payment to agent not dise losing prine ‘ipal; sale of 
property not in possession by ageat. Crosby v. Hill 


- o ou - 


~ 


ES rear eee 76 
9.— Priv ileged statement of agent to principal not ad- 
missible against prise ipal. Matter of Devala Gold 
ee a, SE, BR, ... .oneadadiede  smeidan 58 
10.—Of insurance broker ceases when policy procured; 
alleged jurisdictional oe ts 5 waage. Grace v. Ameri- 
can Cent. Ins. Co. (U. s. ¢.), i, <¢tcctebeseensnane 493 
See Cor Sanallen? Insurance. 
ALIENATION. As gra by + “qe Pequig- 
not v. Detroit (U. « Mich.), Ab. éseeeseees SEO 
ALIMONY. See cacti 
ANIMAL. Seizure of, damage feasant ; te can- 
notretake. Bowman v. Brown (N. & 3.¢c ne: ans 460 
See Negligence. 
ANNUITY. Apportionable if for ouepeet. Matter a 
Lackawauna I. & C. Co. (N. J. Ch.), AD ...........06. 
APPEAL. Amendment of judgment to a 


amount to $5,000 preventing oppeer to this court. 
Alabama Gold L. Ins. Co. v. Nichols (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab 495 
2.—As to side issue with one not party to record ; when 
appeal not supersedeas. Hovey v. McDonald (. 


EME 45s tubesbasatictesiess ahee) . setaatauiens 

a—In rian proceedings barred. Matter of Mead 

ie Ee RED chan cede -0: adesdhgh -<¢ sxadnanandeeduke 

4.—Bond on ; construction ans ae of. Omaha Ho- 
tel Co. v. Kountze (U. NP ares 


5.—Amountin ria maritime l law. Starin y. Schooner 
Williamson (U. b 
6.—Amount iitiented - found by wer below conclu- 
sive. Gage v. Pumpelly (U.S. .), A 
7.—Amount reduced below $5,000 by amend’t. ” City ‘of 
MN ccchesancnesden bee 433 


Opelika v. Daniel (U. 8. 8. C. 
Vor. 28. 





Page 
Matter of State of 
a pe erm 416 
arte Norton (U. 8.8. C.), Ab. 116 


ederal question ; opinion of 
Gross v. U. 8. 


APPEAL—Continued, 

8.—Final decree; omsperetien. 
Pennsylvania (U. 8 @.}, 

9.—Final “judgment. Ex 

10.—From State court ; 
court below, when part of record. 
Mortgage Co. (U.S. 5. C.), A 

11.—Jurisdiction ; failure ‘to cite ; approval gf security 
Haskins y. St. Louis & 8. E. Ry. Co.(U. 8.C.), A 
— Motion to quash roa wh division we opinion. 
U.S. v. Hamilton (U.S :), Ab 

13.—Time of; j,eceietey 2,4 4, 
(U. 8. Ab 


. 897 


2D. DO. Ui)y AD. .concees 


See Sonstibuttonal Law ; Jurisdiction ; Pleading. 


RMY. Pay of reued officers subject to legislation. 
RY: F U. 8. (U0. 8 C.), Ab 


See Since and Officer. 


ARREST. Discharge; imprisoned debtor must be 
actually imprisoned three months eaier New York 
Code, Moran v. Secord (U. 8. C., N. Y.), Ab. 138 

2.—For misdemeanor without warrant. Wahi v. Walton 
(Minn. 8. C.), Full 

See Crimimoal Law. 


ARSON. See Criminal Law. 
ASSAULT. Striking of psiae’e horse may be. 
Clarke v. Downing (Vt. 8. 
See Master aa Servant. 
ASSIGNMENT. For creditors ; assignee not liable 
to mortgagee for rents collected. Upson vy. Mil- 
waukee Nat. Bank (Wis. 8S. C.), Ab 
; under State law validity of. Boese v. King e.. 
ty 4 RS yee 
3.— Of wages to be earned, valid santast garnishment. 
Tiernay v. McGarity (RK. I 8. C.), 
See Jurisdiction; Mortgage ; Date nt; 
Dogs not lie on claim for uncer- 


ATTACHMENT. 
a — Wilson v. Lewis Cuok Man. Co. (N.C. 
)» 


‘nenieaiaes 196 

ATTORNEY AND ‘CLIENT. Champertous 
agreement between. Atchison, etc., R. Co, vy. John- 
son (Kans. 8. C.), Full.. ... 

2.— Contingent fee; compromise ‘of suit without con- 
sent. Kersey v. Garten (Mo. 8. C.), 

8.— Disbarment; misconduct outside of professional 
cep act: People ex rel. Hughes v. Appleton (Ill. 8. 
a” Soe 

4.—In fact ; payment, ‘of claim against government to, 
valid. Baily v. U.S. (0.8.8. C.), 5 

5.— Fee bill, pur sm of. Louisiana State Lottery Co. 

v. Clarke. (U. C.C. La.), Ab.. 

6 — Liability for canton agreement between insur- 
ance companies to pay expenses of proceouting 
oo. Adriatic F. Ins. Co, v. Teeadwell (U.8. 8.C.), 

u ; 

7.— Lien on papers; probate law. Matter of Boughton 
(Eng. Ch A 

8 — Presumption in favor of client; evidence ; “burden 
of proof. Merryman v. Euler (Md. App.), Full....... 51 

9.— Privilege of client as to Ceppeeenaene. Pass- 

more v. Passmore (Mich. 8. C.), 

10.— Retainer for married La T 
Peuley v. Anstruther (Eng. Ch. D.), 

11.— Right of attorney to ogmigsion to court. Keyser 
v. Forepaugh (Phila. C. P.), 

12.— Right to comment - caakian 's decision. Matthews’ 
appeal (Penn. 8. C.), N 

13.— Surety on bond ; defense. Gookk v v. , Caraway (Kans. 
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14. Unauthorized appareease. heseettnid v. Irwin 
139 


8 1 Serre 
See Contract ; Limitation: Marriage ; ; Notice ; ‘Slander ‘and 
Li € 
AUCTIONEER. See Specific Performance. 
BAIL. For jai! limits; unintentional momentary 
overstepping of jail bounds. ee v. Simon 
(Hams. BC), Be. 00. cvcscee oe - 283 


BAILMENT. See Ww are houses man. 
BANK. Limit of cashier’s authority; ratification; evi- 
dence; statute of limitations. Ecker v. First Nat. 

















Es MINE SUNG 6d ctadcnns Sens eens tas cdaniyne sete 100 

2.—National; c ae act by officers of ; requisites of 
indictment. . Vv. Britton (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab.... 16, 17 

3.--—; penalty for exe essive interest by. Hill. v. Nat. 
Bk. of Barry (U. . Ob. Fives 54 

4.——-; pledge to x its own shares as s curity First 
Nat. Bank of Xenia v. Stewart (U.S 8. Full . 13 

5. ; rights of a. nited States * creditor ot insolv- 
ent. Cook Co. Nat. Bank v. U. 8.(U. 8. 8. C.), Full 251 

6. ; right tosue in Federal c court. Union Nat. Bank 
v. Miller (U. 8. C. ES Pera 153 

- tones of shares. Stanley v Supe rvisors of 
Albany (U. Y = fo =e oF 

8. ng hat IR, k; attac hme nt. Scott v. P ignon- 
nock Nat. Bank (U. 8. C. C. - ¥.) Ab 439 

9.—Negligence ; duty in yo i posit of ‘bonds. 
Whitney v. First Nat. Bank (Vt. 8. C.), N 264 

10.—Savings ; bill against directors = 17 ey join- 
der of parties. Chester v. Halliard (N. J. Ab.. 98 

11.—Title to deposit of checks and cash ; Ln. y; 

counterclaim ; usage. Balback v. Frelinghuysen 
ON ey PG errr er er 179 


See Negotiable Instrument. 

BANK-NOTE. Alteration of number on material; 
oue receiving by mistake can recover from one pay- 
ing for money had. Leeds & Co. Bank v. W alker, 
Ge Se Be Wp BR ick e scencnccccce 438 

BANKRUPTCY. Dealings of insolvent with inno- 
cent party. Collins v. Stimson (Eng Q. B. D.), Ab . 438 

2.—Discharge does not affect foreign debt MeDougall 
v, peroeenes SY. © C.), Full .. Oe 

| awe ind does not bar dower. Porter vy. Lazear 
(v. SE Ace sctdeer soesces hh, bx -exhees a Me 
See Appeal. 

BASTARDY. Marriage of mother and death of hus- 
band; former judgment. Williams vy. Davies (Eng 
Q. - +9 Sop er pec ggabetecssesdests ie OO 

BIGAMY. See Criminal Law. 

BILL OF EXCHANGE. See Negotiable Instru- 
ment. 

BOUNDARY. On street; easement; division of 
lots platted; eamenmen of easement. Aldrich v. 
Billings (R. I. 8. C.), Ab... ‘ Oe 

.—What governs ; prac tice; c ‘osts. Lehigh Valley R. 
Co. v. MeFarland (N. 
See Jurisdiction. 
BROKER. Contract; interest ; snaagenps Brown 
~ Hall (R. 1. S.C.), N. ee cocttese MG 
See Age ne ys “Criminal Law. 


CARRIER. Of goods ; may not contract for immu- 


nity against his own negligence; burden of proof. 











Alabama G. 8. R. Co. v. Little (Ala. 8. C.), Ab.... 83 
2. —; seizure of goods by legal process; stoppage in 

transitu; ——— French vy. Star Un. Trans. 

Co. (Mass. 8. hate iaaes io ‘shes ee 
3. ; pce a by contract from li: ability. Gal- 

veston,H1. ete., R. Co. vy. Allison (Tex. 8. C.), Ab.... 293 
4.-———; limitations in receipt; duty of carrier; meas- 

ure of damages. Lindley v. Richmond, etc., R. 

Co. (N. C. rere ee 378 
5.——— ; may not stipul: ate for? “exemption from liability 

for negligence; presumption of negligence from in- 

jury; stipulation as to monmne e money. Rintoul 

v. N. ¥. C. etc., R. Co. (U. C., N. Y.), Ab... 515 
6.——— ; non- delivery of goods se sized under legal pro 

cess. Robinson v. Memphis, etc., R. Co. (U. 38, C. 

id Aden scesics  . cnveseapeesags 292 
7. ea Phe ship sing goods by ‘old vessel. The Ww illiam 

Murtagh (U0. D. N. Y.), Ab. 59 
8.--Of live eee Brian} « contract. 3 

Lwuuts, etc., Ry. Co. (Mo 8. C.), Ab..... bah eds dene Ee 


See Maritime Law. 
CERTIORARI In disc potion of court. Johnson 
v. Supervisors (lowa, 8. C.), Ab........... cocoe « ES 
See Fesiins. 
CHAMPERTY. See Altorney and Client. 
CHECK. See Negotiable Instrument. 
CHURCH. See Ecclesiustical Law; Religious Society. 
CIVIL DAMAGE LAW. Exemplary damages al- 
lowable, though act complained y | | eepemenean 
Jockers v. Borgman (Kans. 8. C.) 
2.— Wife not estopped by having es for ‘defend- 
ant’s license. Jockers v. Borgman (Kans. 8. C.), N. 184 


8 
a 





Err.) Ab... ceeekaaeke oor een 





Page. 
CIVIL RIGHTS LAW. See Constitutional Law. 
CITIZENSHIP. See Removal of cause. 
CONFEDERATE SECURITIES. Conn of 


sale of, unlawful. =naek v. wopeneents Ss. , Ala.), 
Ab 


CONFLICT OF LAW. ‘In reape ct to conveyances; 
as to land lex loci woverees er shooting. Adams 
v. Clutterbuck (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab ‘ 158 
2.— Insolvent discharge ; r 4. as debt due toc itisene 
of another § State. Murphy v. Manning (Mass. S. C.) 


3.— Interests in foreign real estate will not be ‘passed 
upon. Matter of Hawthorne (Eng. Ch. D ), Full ... 392 
4.— Judgment in Federal court cannot be ptt Fo wer in 
ane comet. Pani v. Gold Park Mining Co. (U.S. 
, Col.), Ab. 138 
5.— ~ eles Sno ; limitation of liz rbility in bill of lad- 
ing. Chartered Mercantile Bank v. Netherlands In- | 
dia Nav. Co. (Eng. App.), Ab.............. ‘ 
6.— Note made in one State payable in another er; usury; 
agency. Joslin v. Miller (Neb. 8S. C liens 59 
7.— Sale of vessel under decree of forei *. court dis- 
charges liens. The Garland (U 8S. C. C.,Mich ), Ab. 318 
8.—State decision when not followed; munic ipal bonds; 
consolidation of ri el companies. C ated of 
Green v. Conners (U. 8. C.), Ab ‘ .. 434 
See Constitutional Law; Federal Question; " Negli gence ; 
Municipal Bonds; Removal of Cause 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Amendment of con- 


ww Matter of Constitutional Convention (R. 


TE, B. ©.) BD. ccccrecerccsccncccsccesesccnccose ese 3i7 
2.—Appeal ine riminal case ‘liquor ‘prosec ution: mean- 

ing of “‘jury.”’ Matter of Ke nnedy (Vt. 8. C.), Ab.... 297 

— Civil rights law U.S. v. Stanley (U.8. 8. C.), Full. 406 


8 

”. 

4.——}; separate schools for colored shinee t lawful. 
People ex rel. King v. Gallagher (N.Y.App )... 

5.— Corporation; right of State to regulate railroad 
fare s; impairing contract. Ruggles v. People (U.8. 


C.), Ab... Tears 

6. lec tions, C Jon gression: il regulation of. U. 8. ¥ 
Munford (U 1.C.,Va.), Ab oneal —s 

7.-—I: nprisoument for debt. Long v McLean (N.C.S. 
C_),Ab. ee 

8.— Legislative act de; vendenton “popul: uwvote; munici- 
pal corporation Marke v. Rogers (Ky. App ), Ab.. 273 

9.—Liquor antndston law as to existing manufactures. 
State v. Magler (Kans. 8. C.), Ab... 398 

10.—Municipality cannot tax its own obligations. ‘De 
Bignier v. New Orleans (U.8.C.C., La ), Ab. . 239 


11.—Peddling, State statutes as to, ane their constitu- 
tionality. Matter of Watson (U.S.D.C., Vt.), Full.. 12 
12.—State |: " impairing contract. "Gross v.U ‘'s Mort. 
Co. (U.8.8S C.), Ab. 76 
13.—State law impairing judgment for damages done by 
mob, constitutional State v. Mayor of New Or- 
leans (U.S8.8.C.), Full camtbes 508 
14.—State statute and ~* ligation of contract. Vance v 
ul 


Wee e). ©.0.C.), Wi. cccccceccescses 66 
15.—Suit against State; corporation; under laws of dif- 
ferent States; ultra vires; conflict of law; bond; 
when amount stipulated a penalty. Clark vy. Barn- 
~~ F Fy Be error area 116 


16.— Taxation of corpor: ition not violation of ¢ charter; 
impairing _ ut. nga Gaslight Co. v. Tax- 
ing Dist. (U.S. 8.C.), Ab. 476 

17.—Usury, repeal by State of ‘penalty for, “constitu- 
tional. Ewell v. Daggs (U.S.8.C.), Full.. 48 

18.—Vesting jurisdiction a oqent does ‘ont ‘deny jury 
trial. “— v. Ewing ( T.S Me: Sacinen ap weees 517 
e Insolvency: - Office Te Officer. 


CONTE) . Recommitment after discharge on 
bail. U.S. v. Sowles (U. 8S. D.), Ab.......... 35 
CONTRACT. Attorney, to compensate, for pro- 


curing settlement 4 s riminal offense. Ormerod vy. 
Dearman (Penn. Eb ndctesdn ++ 6ateneda 91 
2.— Agreement nao +, Bate on business ; construc- 
tion. Jacoby v. Whitmore (Eng. App.), Full ....... 510 
3.— For building ; approval of architect. Kaul v. Ohio 
pee a reer rere P 
4.— By corporation ; Pay tice ; “amendment. Post v. 
Pearson ( 8.8 See ae 34 
5.-- Of indemnity by ae nee of chose in action ; chat- 
tel mostange : damages. Warwick v. Hutchinson 
Ree se eer PEN 
6. Offer to aE not. one ; ; mutuality. “McDonald v. 
Berwick (Mich. 8. C.), Ab. nieenietdad OM 
7.— Payable in gold mes Oy usury. Issett v. Caldwell 
GE OU os, idcncccancdes dag ethe sh wmse pesake 18 
8.— By public offic er, when void as against policy. Lucas 
ws Eee Gee. Ame, Bis... sects. saseses 27 
9.— Of sale; party disabling g himself ‘from performing 
not be Ry Dill v. Pope (Kans. 8. C.), Ab 435 
10.— Services under one void by statute of frauds, may 
be recovered for: former judgment: limitation; 
partnership. Buckingham v. Ludlum (N. J. Ch,), Ab. 477 
11.— Subse ription; when “enforceable. Williams v. Rogan 
oo SE Re Speers rr ee 4 
12 .— Subsequent parol altering ‘written; admissions as 
quunenes. Gaasen v. Florence en eee =. nbs 
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26.—Physician unwarrantably pescotiaing 


CONTRACT—Continued. Page. 

13.— Unlawful, by railroad directors; powers of corpora- 
tions. Pearson v. Concord R. Co. (N. H. 8. C.), Full, 366 

14.—Vatid where made, valid everywhere; married 
woman Holmes v. Reynolds (Vt. 8. C.), 357 

See Agency; Broker; Carrier; Confederate Securities ; 

Damages; Fraud; h nfant; Innkeeper; Marriage; Muni- 
cipal Corporation; Negotiable Instrument; Parent and 
Child ; Telegraph. 

CONVERSION. Sale on trial; vendor's remedies 
on contract. McCormack v. Gilliland (Mo. 8. C.), 
Ab. ad s.the. eek eneeese ews. aelvne 06d / dee ddaneee 156 

CONVEYANCE ‘Y shininee, if fair, ont ates 
set aside for grantor. Goodwin vy. White (Md. App.), " | 
Ab.. a Perera Tih Se 

See Adv tne eme nt: Conflict of Lau Pe: vaud; Te nane yf. 

CORPORATIONS Declars worn ¥* _offic er evi 
dence. Halsey v. Lehigh Val. R. Co. J.8. Ab, 198 | 
2.—Election of directors; right of ssoatiivolide ars A. pterye 
vote by proxy; ineligible candidate ; inspectors: ex- 
amination of books Matter of St. Lawrence Steam- 
boat Co. (N. J. de .20 . eecece sein .. & 

3.--— ; voting by proxy at. Comm. v. Bringhurst 
(Penn. 8S. C.), Full 4s 


4.—Invalid transfer by; 


who can question. Crolley v. 


Minneapolis, etc., R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 358 
5.—Legislative release from conditions of frane hise ; 
Sarnt +“ company. State v. Godwinsville & P. ! 
R. (N. J.8.C.), Ab a —_ 97 
a decree in place of creation. Franck Trust 
mee Co. v. tie Cres. &. Cd, AOecc scccscvaerccscces 0 
7.—Preferred stock; rights of stockholders. Warren 
v. King (U. 8.8. C.), Ab. Seer a 
8.—Stockholders not crediters; railroad; mortgage; 
estoppe 1; consideration Chaffee v. Rutland kh. Co. 
(Vt.5.C.), Ab 4 ‘ : 275 
9.—Production of books for third action 5 ‘litigant. 
Wertheim v. Continental Ry. & T. Co.(U. 8. C.C., N. 
Shee «0 a skies sae ane oceania 
10.—Railroad company liable for fraud of agent in is- 
suing false certificates of debt. West Maryland R. 
Co. v. Franklin Bank (Md App.), Ab saneteas Se 
11.——; ultra vi Singletoa v. 8. W. R. Co. (Ga. 8.C.), 
| ; 17 
12.—Shareholde rs, What makes; non-issue of certific ate. 
Mitchell v. Beekman (Cal. 8, C.), Ab 56 
13 —Treasurer’s title to moneys, and duties; ‘assignee 
for creditors ; action to annul contract. Taylor v. 
Taylor (Md.S C.), Ab . thoi 0 Gan aang. ae 
14.—When director entitled to compensation for ser- 
vices; agency ; ratification First Nat. Bank of Ft. 
Scott v. Drake (Kans. 8.C.), Ab ........cccce0 oe . 398 
15.—Ultra vires. Cory v. Some ‘set CH. dc Bek AM acess & 
See Appeal; Constitutional Law ; Contract; Pleading ; 
Re moval of Cause Suretyship. 
COSTS. See Boundary ; Maritime Law ; Mining. 
COURT .—Will not take judicial notice that gin and 
wien ntine are inflammable. Mosely v. Ins. Co. (Vt. 
ame pam kare: shits kite saa ee 
COUNTY. 'S 2 Municipal eh png 
COVENANT. To observe premises as “ residential;’ 
when obligation fails. Sayers v. Collyer (Eng. ¢ ii. 
D.), N. erry ere ee 182 
2.—Warranty, ‘bre ac h of; right to flow Seriver v. 
Smith (N. ¥.8.C),N ... + ake! ds cckkwess sane .. 164 
CRIMINAL LAW Arrest ; right ‘* break door 
touescape Cahill v. People nit BD. Gd, BB cocccces 439 
2.—Arson; house not connected with dwelling not 
out-house. State v. Roper (N.C. S.C), Ab. 439 
3. —Bigamy i what constitutes ve h vy. Jones (Eng. 
8 C.) 460 
4 —Bl aheanous ‘libel. Regina v. Ramsay (Eng. Q RB. 
D.), Ab. ‘ ee : ‘ --. 208 
5.—Burglary; evide nce; good character. People v. Mead 
(Mich. S.'C.), Ab... on'asackne 3 euees 37 
6.—Dying de« slaration in ‘favor of accused. Haney v. 
Comm. (Ky. De Oe ids d dengbasabesqanwae 42 
3. ca $3; cor vie tion on plea of “guilty by. Sanders 
. State (Ind. a" Fear 3 
8.——; plea of culling’ induced by fear of lynching; new 
trial. Sanders v. State (Ind. S.C.), Full.............. 92 
9.—Evidence ; conduct of party afer arrest. People v 
ee Ge: Th. Gy i ces. a's) atascs asaswus 57 
10.———; whispered conversations between prisoner 
and another People v. Bemis (Mich. 8. C.), N. 343 
11.—False pretenses; representation as to draft vari- 
ance. Comm. vy. Garver (Phila, Qr. Sess.), Ab...... 371 
2.—Homicide ; administering chloroform to prison 
guard State v. Wells (Iowa, S.C.),N .......... 382 
13. ———:: negligent use of fire-arms. State v Emery 
Cy ES oe bau c lees cna iasewhenieegaen 163 
14.-——-; self-defense; reasonable fear ; threats. ‘Bailey 
Tae ee i: ee  .. ckc vane Sac chenece oo. 208 
ar. > tment, discharging of; ‘power of court, State 
ee, Oa eee aereere 379 
16 ahass eny. oummertee of horse hired, not. Hilly. 


State (Wis. S. C.), Ab 
: conversion of money ‘intrusted ‘for changing 
pleading. Murphy v. People (III. S. C.), 





| 25. ; under 


CRIMINAL LAW-—Continued. Page. 


18.—Larceny; of water in pipes. Firms v. O’Brien (Eng. 
Bo a ei a aie sc 17) 
19.—Maiming, what is. State v. Skidmore (N. C.8. 6. ), N. 63 


20.—Malicious mischief; alibi ; evidence. T audits v. 


State (Ga. S. C.), 





21.—Murder ; justifiable homic ide ; self-defense. "“Peo- 
ple v. Westlake (Cal. .), Ab. 
22. : question of fac t: sonia evidence; « c -harac ter 





of deceased. Abernethy v. Comm. (Penn. 8. C.), Ab. 158 
3.—Pension ; illegal fees by agent; practice; repeal. 

S. v. Jensen (U. 8. D.C., lowa), Ab 

24. —Perjury; unauthorized oz 3 ae State not: ary ‘of 

National bank officer. U. + Sees 8.8 C.), 


United con- 
8. v. z 





States" sates: ‘sti itutory” 
Ambrose (U.8.8.C.), Al. 
intoxic ants. 


struction. U 


State v. Curtis (Kans. S. C.), Ab.............. .. 403 
477.—Rape; child under ten. Oliver v. State (N.J.S.C.) 
GRE thn skdccnekensetisacite 4 nae deabneians seunes ” 338 
28. —Robbery and murder: duplici ity in indictment; ad- 
missibility of confession. Jackson y. State (Ohio 8. 
0G.) A0 . das hab sevens edi ooh 439 
29.—Seduction; ‘evidence : good repute: must be ‘aflirma- 
tively proved. Oliver v. Comm. (Penn, 5. C.), Ab... 338 
30.—Selling spirits in Indian reservations; revenue 
license no defense. U.S. v. Forty-three Galls. of 
Whiskey (U. 8. 8. C Wiad cicete 500: eee 77 
31.--Statute authorizin; 2 conditional +, urdon valid.  Pe- 
tition of Kennedy (Mass. 8S. C.), ; 478 


32.—Venue; unlawful sale of ‘cue State Vv Hughes 








(W. Va. 8. C.), Ab.. . 33 
33.—V iolating revenue |: aw - intent need not be prov ed. 
8S. v. Bayaud (U 6.0., 3 ¥)1 ‘ 379 
See Bank: Cons titetional nv: Evidence; E. riradition ; 
Haheas Corpus ; Invant : Trial, 
| DAMAGES. In action for negils gence. Blackman 
Bridge Proprietors (Me. S. ¢ Mix aves . 518 
_ ~tzcessive, for loss of thumb ed finger of brake- 
man. Kansas Pacific 8. Co. v. Peavey (Kaus. 8. C.), N. 224 





3.—Measure of; for failure to phon struct flume for mill 
ontime. Bridges v. Lanham (Neb. S.C.) Ab . 197 

4.—Mortgagee in possession chargeable with rents and 

—— Matthews v. Memphis & C. R. Co. (U.S. 5. 

), Ab. as% <n 

5 —~Srie of merchandise ; breach of contract. Capen v. 
DeSteiger Glass Co. (Ill. 8. C.), Ab..... -. seh tinh 

6.—Treble, for ousting timber; tax sale; rule caveat 
emptor. Sullivan v. Davis (Kans. 8. C.),Ab....... oe, SM 
Civil Da Law; Highway; Sunday; Tele- 


See Carrier; wye 
— 
DEED. Construction; conveying propert; In fee. 
Case v. Dwire (lowa Ss. C.), Ab ‘ «see Oot 
2.—Of estate in fee; mining rights. Edwards v. Mc- 
Clurg (Ohio 8. C BD ectnlctedh. 66. 00409 eames, Dee 335 
3. Parol evidence as to dese ription ; ; “usury. “Wharton vy. 
Pe eG ads BID casancccaseedesdaces 378 
4.—Sale of spec ifled qui antity of land, ‘more or less. 
Depue v. Sergent (W. Va. 8.C.), Ab............000 . 255 
See Menkes : Sheriff. 
DEFINITION. ‘Absolutely necessary.” See Will. 
2.— ‘Capture and seizure.’ See Insurance, Marine. 
3. ‘Die by his own hand under any circumstances.’ 





See Insurance, Life 
4.—‘‘Heirs.”’ See Will. 
5.— ‘Immediate notice.” See Sale. 
*‘Internal improvement. See Municipal Bonds. 
7.—‘‘Jury.” See Constituti mal Law, 
a More or less.’ See Deed. 
9.— ‘*‘ Near relatives.’ See Will, 
0.— ‘‘Other person.” See Fraud, 


o— 
) 


1.—**Owner.”” See Municipal Corporation. 
_— an esidence.”’ _ See Domicile. 
D me * 4 Re ssidential.’ ee nant, 

“ 


urance, Marine. 
See Insurance, Life. 
Law. 


worthy.” See Ii 
5.- ay iolation of law 


DEMURRAGE. See 





Maritime 


DISTRESS Payment not penpeerne Green v. 
Duckeilt (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab... ....... er 
DIVORCE. See Marriage. 
DOMICILE. Anglo-Chinese. Matter of Tootul’s 
Trusts (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab... pcsatvese apa sactvaliden 298 
1.— Meaning of ‘‘residence ;"’ voting. State vy. Aldrich 
ee Yt ee a er ae - 295 


See Marriage 
DOWER. Equitable; land purchased for firm ; con- 
veyance to portion = | ecommeueys Matter of Ransom 
(U.8. D.C., N. ¥.), Ab. a 


DURESS. hes ( sade Se 
DYING DECLARATION. 


See Criminal Law. 


EASEMENT. Of light; grant by owner of equity of 
redemption avoided by foreclosure: purchase on 
foreclosure by grantee of equity. Rector of Christ 
Church v. Mack (N. Y. App.), Ab..... 
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EASEMENT —Continued. 

2.—In streets in plat where lot purauased by reference 
to plat. Schermerhorn v. Todd (Mich. 8S. C.), Ab.. 
See Boundary ; Mining; Wa dy and W. ater-course 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW. Control of church 
body over sittings in Episcopal church ; rights of 
Lat Holes State v. Rector of Trinity Church (N. 
PUD 6. RAtgbm cape debs Od ic cssecnscdues 4s sses 


“See "Religious “Society. 

ELECTIONS. See Constitutional Law. 

EJECTMENT. See Mining. 

EMINENT DOMAIN. Award of damages; when 
tenants incommon award must be in gross; evi- 
Gonce, —— to show value. Watson v. Mil., etc., R. 
Co. (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 

2.—City o “State granting wharfage rights cannot im- 
«a them without compensating ; grant on naviga- 

le stream. Langdon v. Mayor (N.Y App.), Ab .. 
3.—Lands occupied by railroad company without con- 
demnation ; estoppel ; mortgage ; married woman; 
injunction. Kendall v. Missisquoi & C. R. Co. (Vt. 
Ge Ue ntidne coxccuccunas sack: 
4.—Land-owner not confined to Statute 
compensation. International, etc., 
tos (Tex. 8. C.). 

5.—Public use; ei for. highway ; ‘payment ‘of com- 
pensation. Smeaton v. Martin (Ww is. 8. C.), Ab 

6. ; what is, authorizing; temporary occupation 

of property without payment ; mode of compensa- 

tion. Riche v. Bar Harbor Water Co. (Me. 8. C.), Ab. 
See Muncipal Corporation. 
UITY. 


When bill to recover moneys withheld 
will not lie. Miller v. Kent (U.S. C. C., N. ¥.), Ab 

ESTOPPEL. Official bond. Mayor of Newark v. 

Dickeruon (N. J. BC.), AD ....ccccccccss. 
EVIDENCE Accused as witness ; charging facts 
forbidden. Chambers v. People (Ili. 8. C.), Ab 
2.—Book-entry; bunc ning account not admissible. Corr 
v. Sellers ( enn. 8. C ), Ab 
8.—Burden of proof as to license in criminal prosec u- 
“— Soo an sale of liquors. weeaged v. State 
(Wis. 8 ) 

_—Communications bj 
of wife at homicide by husband, 
Middleham (Iowa, 8.C 

—awats declarations of eS 
(il C), N. 

BR i434 statemeng that sidewalk is in repair, ad- 
missible. Kellcher v. Keokuk (Iowa, 8. C.) 
1.—Entries of public officer ; suretyship. Ee ow v. 

Trustees of Schools (Il. 8. C.). 

8.— Explanation Bowman v. Tripp (R. i. 8. C),N.. 

9.— Of horse's habit of running away; negligence. 
Cheney v. Town of Ryegate. (Vt.8.C.),N........ 
10.— Judiel al notice; as to obstacle in highway. Gilbert 
C. » Ea), 


ite proceeding for 
. Co. v. Veni- 





wife to husband; exclamations 
not. State v. 


-_ 


a 


oa 


v. Flint, ete., R. Co. (Mich. 8.C.),N. 
ll. , of treaty. a v. Sarrazin (U. 8.0 
Ab 





13.— tans ‘as to damages in breach of promise of 
marriage Jones vy. Fuller (S.C. 8. C ),N 

14.— Parol admissible to correct mistake in record of in- 
strument. Booth v. Tierman (U.S. 8. C.), Ab. 

1. . to —— writing ; ty ‘representations. 
Roots v. Snelling (Eng.), | Ngee ane eigen 

16.— Party as witness; transaction with deceased wis 
Monongahela Nat. Bank v. Jacobus (U.S. 8. C.).A 
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17. eg of legitimate birth ; proof “ Illegitt~ 
, 159 


acy. Hawes v. Draiger (Eng. Ch. 
18.— Privileged: 
trust not. 
19. . on ground of incrimination. 
(Eng Q. B. D.), Full 
20.— Rape, preemies of intent to convict. 
Donovan (Iowa 8. C.) 
21.— Scientific books. vig v. State (Wis. 8. ©. ), N.. 
22.—Statement that horse was frightened, admissible. 
Yahu v. Ottumwa (Iowa 8. C.), Ab... . 
23.— Of wages; oe too remote. Noyes v. Fitzgerald 
(Vt. 8. C.) 
24.— vena) ‘cannot impeach one’s own. ‘Cox v. ‘Eayres 
(Vv t )» 
See Atturney and Client : 
Corporation; Deed; Criminal Law ; 
Intoxicating Liquor; Marriage; Negli ‘al 
ble Instrument ; Slander and Piet: Vill. 
EXCISE. License; restrictive covenants as to liquor. 
Barnegat Beach Asso. v. Busby (N. J. Err.), Ab 
EXECUTION. Against several defendants may be 
made out of property of any. Hyde v. Rodgers 
Tel? earewae 
2.—Purchase of goods ‘at invalid sale wasee, not en- 
forceable. Barnes v. Hall (Vt. 8. C.), 
3.—Title to chattels sold under ; eT before 
and at sale. Boylan v. Kelly (N. J. Er.), 
See Infant ; Sheriff. 


letters between trustee ond cestul que 
Matter of Mason (Eng. Ch. D.), 
Lamb Z ee 





“State v. 


‘Bank : $ “Carrier : Contract ; 
Eminent Domain; 
Negotia- 
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EXE TO When not entitled to commstestions 
ECUr OR andre Collins (Md. App.), N.......... 444 
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EXEMPTION | of forage; not dependent on on owning 
avimals. ball v. Woodruff (Vt. 8. C.) 
—T "supporting husband. Muir v. fwelr (N. J. 
‘ne a na: ganesh gunna 
Extradited persons cannot be 
State v. ene 


EXTRADITION. 
ried for another offense. 
(Ohio 8. C.), Full.. aN 
2.—Sufliciency of complaint ; 
Matter of Roth (U.5 


FALSE PRETENSES. See Criminal Law. 

FEDERAL QUESTION. State Court deciding ad- 
versely to land department ; when land department 
decision as to title conclusive. Baldwin v. Starks 
fe eS eee reer 

see ‘Appeal ; “Juriadiction. 

FIXTURES. Building erected on land _ by mort- 

gagee ; injunction. oaneny ¥. Wilson (Mass. 8. C.), 


“Marks v. 


2.—Erections by tenant ; Tenewal - lease. 
Ryan (Cal. 8. b. 

3.—Mill realty } ete 8 ‘excepted | from a | mortgage. 
Davis v. Eastham (Ky. App.), Ab . 

See Insurance, Fire. 

AUD. Conveyance; notice to grantee of intent; 
limitation of suits a bankrupt’s assignor. Bartles 
y. Gibson (U. 8. C. C., Wis.), Ab.. 

2.— Sg my ar X c cannes back by grantee. " Pow- 
ell v. 1 Ivey (N. C. 8. C), Ab 

3.-—False = bl. ‘as to solv ency. 
I. 8. C.), Ab . 

4.—Rule when one of two innocent persons ‘must suf- 
yi ty by wrong of third. span ¢ v. Drew (Vt. 8.C.), 
A 


panes. Briggs (R. 


“contract in several writ- 
Tice v. Freeman (Minn. 8. 


5.—Statute of; - sale of ‘land: 
ings; parol evidence. 


SRM 65s n0hdhd: AtencdGs secuenbneeiben cee dusidacmaael 
6.——: lease void by. Evans v. Winona “Lumber Co. 
(Minn. i Elaly Misatcses on. guswess 60+ one 
7.——; oral.c ontract relating to land. Madison v. Alder- 
son (Eng H. L.), Full .. 





; promise to pay debt of ‘another. 








8. "Fitzgerald v. 
Morrissey (Neb. 8. C.), Ab.139; Sapp v. Faircloth (Ga. 
Beas Bcc vcpwcccnce 0-6 cogsanss+s6sOtans Obeness 29080 

9. : oe of real estate. Gifford v. W illard (Vt. 8.0), 
Ab. e 

10. -; “suretyship; “debt of another; “other. per- 
son” includes corporation. Bush v. Sprague (Mich. 
Py ue Ba ae 40s nisinon 090409 


See Contract ; Pledye ; ; Sale; Specific Performance. 


GARNISHMENT. Of individual property for firm 


debt; rights between creditor of arm a individ- 


ual. Fullam v. Abrahams (Kans. 8.C.), Ab ........... 
See Assignment ; Conflict of com. 
GIFT Causa wise donor’s check. Matter of 


Gunther (N. Y. 8S. C.), N 
2.— Of savings bank deposit; 
ficiary; authorizing another to draw deposit. 
ker v. Frye (Me. i eer 
3.—Unexecuted promise not ; consideration for note; 
trust. Rogers v. Rogers (Vt. 8. C.), Ab. 
See Advancement ; Parent and Child; Will. 


GUARANTY. See Suretyship. 
HABEAS CORPUS. Rearrest of person set at 


large. State v. Weatherspoon (N. C. 8. C.), Ab. 
See Parent and Child. 
HIGHWAY. Damages from defective; retroactive 
laws ; statutory construction. Frazer v. Tompkins. 
2.—Establishment of. Verner v. Martin (W.Va.S.C.), 


deposit in name of bene- 
Bar- 


See Mining; Neglige nee. 
HOMICIDE. See Criminal Law. 
HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Marriage. 
IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. See Constitu- 


tional Law. 


INDICTMENT. See Criminal Law. 
INFANT. Criminal capacity of. State v. Adams 
SE. Sei Mvcwcne capesendecatescan ease -s6e-: 4p8eGe8 


—Execution sale of infant’ $ lands valid. punvapenede 
” Seele (Tex. S.C ) 

3.—Father’s right tb custody’ child’s welfare. Matter 
of Scarritt (Mo. 8. C.), Ab 

4.— Minor’s contract we Fo ‘not void; ‘ratification af- 
ter majority. Harris v. Musgrove (Tex. S 8.C.), A 

5.— Voluntary deed to; subsequent consnennee by 
qpaee to another. Brendle vy. Heron (N.C.S. C.), 
yer asus 


“See Marriage ; + Parent and Child. 


INJUNCTION. 
matter. Grant v. Moore (N.C.8 Ab 

— Will not issue when defendant Pd S $3 intention to 

act. Whalen vy. Dalashmutt (Md. App.), Ab.......... 
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INJUNCTION—Continued. Page. 
3. Will nut issue, to restrain conestion of nae rev- 
enue tax. Snyder v. Marks (U. 8.8. C.), Ab 4 
See Fixtures. 
INNKEEFER. Contributory negligence of guest. 
— v. Crossman (Minn. S. C.), N 485 
2.— Dut 


(N. Y.S. 
3.— Liability for valuables of ‘guest ; contract board- 





to 1 | premises safe. Converse v. Walker 


ers; army officer. Hancock v. ‘Rand (N. Y. App.), 
4. a: care of ‘Boods ‘detained. ‘Angus vy. McLachlan 
s lighter xO ei 
WEAN oS ao law does not affect 


prior contract ; c ree law. Conway v. Sea- 
mons (Vt. 8. C.), oy 

INSUR. ANCE, ACCIDENT. Forfeiture under. 

Buchard v. Travellers’ Ins. Co. (Penn. 8. C.), Full .. 388 
— Mutual benefit ; certificate ; what included in con- 
dition as to death by poison. Pollock vy. U. 8. Mut. 
ee: Se, GT Gk Bc hc crpebavketddeesedssaas 518 

3.—Injury to passenger on train while in a state of 
semi-unconsciousness. Scheiderer v. Travelers veg 
Ge Gee Be. Oibs Becccesce « 

INSURANCE, FIRE. " pitenation of property: ‘sale 
under foreclosure ; agence. Marts v. Cumberland 
Ins. Co. (N. J. 8. O.), Ab....... 

— Change in occupancy; eoavession ‘of ‘sleeping apart- 
ment into pone of assignation. Indiana Ins. Co. v. 
Brehn (Ind. 8S. N acai Seiad < dane 

5. Coates ” wo ‘change of title. ’ Biggs v. N.C. H. 
Ins. Co. (N A | 518 

4.— Defense to pad note; misrepresentation. “Sun- 
bury Ins. Co. v. Humble (Penn. 8. C.), Ab 159 

5.— Estoppel; objection to proofs of loss; construction 
of policy as to articles insured: inflammable fluid ; 
misstatement to avoid must be material. Mosley v. 
Vermont Mut. F. Ins. Co. (Vt. 8. C.), Ab........ 338 

6.— False representation; other paeueene e; estoppel. 
Hornthal v. Western Ins. Co. (N. ¢ C.), Ab 2 

7.— Fixtures, meaning of, in policy. Seenkin v. Union 
Ins. Co. (U. {.), Full. F 490 

8.—Forfeiture a non- payment of assessment ; ‘mutual 
company: ‘eeqee Ware v. Millville F. Ins. Co. (N. 
px 2 See. ire 

9. See interest. Reed v. 
ss Se tke ae 

10.—Insurable interest; judgme nt creditor. Spare v. 
Home Mut. Ins. Co. (U. 8 Or.), Ab 297 

11.—Mortgage ; construc tion of pode An against the 
queens. Teutonia F. Ins. Co. vy. Mund (Penn.S.C.), 
pS Ere an Oi Aipmieb amie 

12.—Nature of; insurable interest; bailee; administra- 
tor; agency; removal; waiver. Sheppard v. Peabody 
eS 2 ere eer 29 

13.-- Vendor receiving money for loss from which he 
did not suffer; subrogation. Castellain v. Preston 
(Eng. App.), Ab 

14.—Waiver of conditions by parol. “Faller vy. 
Ina. Co. (lowa, 8. C. 


INSURANCE, LIFE. 


7 
Phoenix 
296 


Definition * “ ‘violation a 


law: proximate cause. Murray v. N. Y. L. Ins. Co. 

(N. Y. 8. C.), N. -. 364 
2.—** Die by his ow n hand under any “circumstances, r 

interpretation. Shultz v. Ins. Co. (Ohio S. C.). N 424 
3.—Interest ; tenant insuring | aX of landlord. Sides v. 

Knickerbocker L. Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Tenn ), Ab... 518 


4.—Interest; assignee in bankrupte y Pn debtor. Mat- 
ter of McKinney (U.S. D. C., N oe 296 

partner in life of co- partner - amount, of inter- 

est. . Conn. Mut. L. Ins. Co. v. Lucks (0. 8.8.C.),Ab. 77 


6.—Lien on policy for premiums paid. Re keeles Leslie 
w,. ween Camm. CR. FD h, Pitiincics cs ccsscocesncs cas 128 
%.—Mutual benefit association ; conditions; forfeiture. 
Mut. Endowment Asses. Asso. v. Essender (Md. 
App.), Ab be enna anes obeennede Remidenadte 80 
8.—Parties to action on; declaration; waiver of pay- 
ment of grogiame when due Tripp v. Vt. L. Ins. 
cS 8S Perera ee 358 


9.—Suicide by fecane person not sreey | polic y; a 
suit dves not bar action. Manhattan L. Ins. Co. vy. 
Broughton (U.8.S.C.), Full. . 469 

10.—Title to policy. Glanz y.Gloeckler ‘(8 C.),. Ab | 159 

INSURANCE, MARINE. “ Capture ond seizure ;”’ 
barratry of mi: aster. Cary v. Burr (Eng. H. L.), Ab... 337 

—Liability for freight. Hughesv. Sun Mut. Ins. Co. 
“(N, (A & Se ey 297 
3.—Meaning of “ seaw orthy ; ” Gulf, of Mexico part of 
Atlantic Ocean. The Orient (U. C. C., La.), Ab.. 518 
See Maritime koe. 

INTEREST. Computation where eae pay! ments. 
Ward v. Ward (W. Va. 8.C.), Ab. . 256 

INTOXICATING LIQUOR. Beer is, presump- 

v. State (Wis. 8. C.), 

2.— Seized re ptcted is RF AR ‘trial ro ous. 
State v. enemas Bees (7's 8. C.), Full. . 22 





See Criminal Law. 





INVENTION. See Property. 
JAIL. See Bail. 
JOINDER. See Maritime Law. 

JUDGE. See Appeal. 

JUDGMENT. Former; denial of a writ of man- 
damus | biwirey bonds. Louis v. Brown Town- 
ship (U.8.8.C.), Ab 

yx Action. 

JURISDICTION. ellate, 7 determined by 
amount. Hilton v. AS inson. (U.8.8.C.), Full.. 9 

2.—Cases under laws of United giesed, marshal and 
deputy. Ellis v. Norton (U. 8. C.C., Tex.), Ab 

3.—Of district court in admiralty; boundary between 
New York and New ae: Matter of Devoe Manu- 
fac. Co. (U.S.8.C.), Ab 

4.—Of Federal courts. Stanley Y. : Supervisors (. 8. a 
i ON RR Set i ee 


Page. 








5. ; citizenship of parties. Tredway v. Sanger. . 16 
6. ; partner acquiring interest of co-partner not 
euse. McNicbol v. Phelts, (U.S. C. C., Mich.), 
FAD cece scccccs ccccscce cesses cee secesesese eeecees 
7.—Federal question ; $ protesti ‘negotiable ‘instrument. 
Allen v. McVeigh (U.S. 8. C ye Sareea 
8.—Of Justices Court as to menue woman. Dough- 
erty v. Sprinkle (N. C. 8. C.), Full. ......... ccscee cose 


9.—Proceeding against revenue ‘bien who is guch 
qfioes: removal of cause. Davis v. State (U.S 


aly Ais cocccge 
Pa Appeal ; Justices’ Court: “Maritime Law. 
ROR. Competency of; reading of newspaper but 


failure to remember ; sheriff ; suretyship. Gradle 


Hoffmore (Ill. 8. C.), ~ 
2 —Qualification. State v. ‘France, (Mo. s. CG) "Ab .... 298 


JURY. _ ere conduct of. State v. Cartright we 
9,1 t aki ear ritten instruction into room riot material | 
error. Langworthy v. Connelty (Neb. S. C.), Ab..... 


See Practice. 
JUSTICES’ COURT. fatevest in end; right of way. 
Lowitz v. Leverenty (Wis.S. C.), A 
See ane 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. Holding overs 
implied contract. Hollis v. Burns (Penn.8.C.), Ab. 18 

2.--Lease; liability to out-going iy | attached to 
land. Mansel v. Norton(Eng. App.), Ab. 

3.—Tenant not ented to pay for ES 
Dunn v. Bagley (N. C.S.C.), 

4.—Tenancy at will; what wii constitute contract of. 
Duley v. Kelley (Me. S. C.) 

See Fixtures ; Meaoaae Usage. 


LARCENY. See Criminal Law. 


LEASE. See Fraud; Landlord and Tenant ; Specific Per- 
Jormance. 

LEGISLATURE. Privilege of member spems pro- 
cess. Grey v. Sill (Erie [Penn.] C. P.), Full.......... 

LEGITIMACY. See Parent and Child. 

LIBEL, See Criminal Law; Slander and Libel. 

LICENSE. See Evcise. 

LIEN. Mechanics’, not interest in real estate. Andrews 
5; es Cees B.D. BA. 006. +1080 o0scsenssecsbocs 


See Atiorney ; Innkeeper; Insurance, Life. 


LIMITATION. Ofaction to recover back Gutios il- 
legally exacted. Arnsorn v. Murphy (U. 8.8.C.), Ab. 496 
—Attorney’ a account for services. Mosgrove v. Gol- 
Qa BD OD, Bi naccecndadatten 6.1 Sae 
3.—Defense of, must be raised by ‘Pleading. Retzger 
v. Wood (U.S. 8 EN Sa ar apa 476 
4.—In equity ; U nited States barred by. 
bee (U. 8s. C. C., Ark.), Ab 459 
5.—Implied trust. Baker v. Kennedy (Tex. S. C.), Ab. 154 
6.—Of time to demand when right to sue depends on 
demand, Bali v. Keokuk, etc., R. pone (owe Ss. aged” 
Ab ‘ 


‘Statute of; ‘apply to ) Infringement euitte. Hayden v. 
Oriental Mills (U. 8. C. C., BR. I ), Fu 

. ; attaching cre ios may set up. wernerel v. Saw- 
yer (Me. 8 C.). Ab 

9.——; attorney’s _ _ Claim “Mosgrove v. 
Golden (Penn C.) 

10.——; ihe coxtnes United States. Kendall v. U.S. 

J.8.8 C.) Ab Pe a ae 

11.—— ; fraudulent conc ealment. “Freeholders of Som- 
erset v. Veghte (N. J. 8. C.), Full 

12.—-; aow promise. Green v. Humphreys (Eng. Ch. 





‘for “service. 
b. 


‘titie deeds fraudulently ‘conveyed ; 
pledge. Spackman v. Foster (Eng. Q. B. 
See Administrator ; Bank ; Contract. 


LOTTERY prizes in pe of tea. Taylor y. 
Smitten (Eng. Q. B D.), AD ...........ceeeee sobtmiend 


MAIMING. See Criminal Law. 
MALICIOUS MISCHIEF. See Criminal Law. 


innocent 
, Ab. 298 


)s 
13.——; 
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MALICIOUS PROSECUTION. Advice of jus- 


tice @4 peace po defense. HBrobst v. Ruff (Penn. 8. 


MM chiak MMCkUhd desendaned Cabs occ ok debeaanes 155 
2.—Disagreement of jury on one trial evidence of prob- 
able cause. Johnson v. Miller (lowaS8. C.), Ab 496 
3.—Probable cause: evidence; other acts. ‘Thelin v. 
Dorsey (Md. App.), Ab 78 
4.—Two indictments; when and ‘where not “separate 
causes of action; when malice question of law; ad- 
vice of counsel ; nape faith. Sharpe v. Johnston 
SUA Meth eeesdecnd Sebensedapls 0bs6.6ase ‘ 157 
MANDAMUS. See ies. 


for, bw survives in 


MARITIME LAW 


Action 


admiralty. The E. B. Ward (U. 8.8 , La.), Ab.. 516 
2 r “pommel y's lien for costs. The py (Eng. App. ), 
re Oa ds ee oa ee 337 


8.—Carrier; pre sumption ‘of negligenc e from failure to 


deliver goods. The Norton (U. C., La.), Ab. ... 138 
4.—Costs in admiralty. ip fassasteaks a 8. D.C., 

SN MD a csagece snscccee ons Bae 
5. Demurrage; detention of boat by business at 

wharves. Williams v. Theobald (U. ) Ab., 36 


6.— Joinder of vessels where collision - Saker more 
thanone. The Hudson (U.S D.C.,N. Y.), Full 
7.—Jurisdiction ; writ of prohibition Matter of State 


of Pennsylvania (U0 8.8. C.), Ab...... ‘ 416 
8.— Limitation of liability; master part owner. The 
Cricket (Eng. Pro. D.), Ab. 220 
9.—M witime service. Cope v. Vallette Dry Dock Co. 
Cc. Cc wa.), Ab cick aah net mawwes 3938 
10. Nee essaries for ship, what are; ‘insurance. The 
NN OS ME Raa “79 
- Non-observance of rules of navigation; negligence. 
The City of New York (U 8. D. C., N. Y.), Ab.. 138 


The Lancaster (Eng. P. D.), Ab 2g 
; discretion; appeal: marine insurance. Good 

Intent Tow-boat Co. v. Altantic Mut. Ins. Co. (U. 8. 

8. C.), Ab. jue siete’ tees . a 
14. ; corporation The Egypt (U.S. D. C.), Ab 516 
15. ———; life; when not allowed. The Reupor (Eng. App.), 

DD aun utevaxscena edbheaes einteEses téeekes 
; pe issenger mi ay be entitled to; appeal. 

Vv Cooper (0 8. C.), Ab.. 
— Sec wit for ¢ ‘ouaie re quired. 
5 D.C.,N. Y.), Ab.. 
° speed of sailing ves 
w S GC. KR. ¥.), 
19.— V easel lie a ‘le for seaman’s wages. 

(U.S. D . Mass.), Ab 
‘See . ippeal; 


MARRIAGE. 
Curnming v 
2. —; alimony ; 
Sammis v Medbury 
; for ante-nuptial une ion stity 
“. J Ch.), Ab. : Shae tala eee 
i——; © vidence; inmate of brothel. Paul vy. Paul (N. 
J. Ch.), Ab 438 
5———-; what nec essary ‘to constitute desertion ; domi- 
ciel. Burke v. Burke (W. Va.S C.), Ab sqpessees One 
3. _—— ; for fraud in; pregnancy. Anon. (N. ¥. Super.) 
N eisai: ell Gta a ach ast’ ; --. 283 
7.— ; note in consideration of. Chapin v. Chapin 
(Mass. 8. C.), } : 
8.———; suit for abates on ‘death : 
port. MeCurley v. McCurley (Md. App.), Ab , 
9.——; writ of ne ereat when not pe srmissible in. 
Bailey v. Caldwell (Mich. 5 hg ), Ab . 336 
10.—Ev ee of. Baughman v. Baughman (Kans. 8. 
C.). ‘ es 
ll.—E J e by reputatk mn of former mz wrriage with 
person living when second solemnized Inhi est 
ants of Camden v. Inhabitant of Belgrade (Me. 8. C.), 
Ab , 
12.—Husband and wife; “deed from former to latter. 
Thompson v. Allen (Penn. S. C.), Ab. 
13 -; deed from husband to wife through third per- 
son. MeMillan v. Cheeney (Minn, 8. C.), Ab ‘ 
14. ———-; infant wife's re nune iation of dower not con- 
clusive; bar of silence. McMorris v. Webb (S.C. 8. 
C.), N P 
15. ——; right of wife to exclude husband from her 
house. Symonds v. Halkett (Eng.), C. T 
16.— —; wife's right to exviude husband “from her 
house. Comm. v. Spinger (Penn. B.), N. 504 
* agreement of wife to work for husband ‘in 
family. Colemany Burr(N. Y.38-C.), N 503 
—-—+; wife may acquire title to and enforce note 
against husband ; sportange Franklin Savings Bank 
v. Greene (R. I. 8. C. 275 
; wife, if c reditor of husband, has same rights 
as others; attorney; privilege. Crane v Miller 
(Md. App.), Ab 
20.—Married woman's contract ; 


2.— Salvage 
13. 
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Conflict of Law. 
Divorce; adultery condonation 
Cumming (Mass. 8. C ae 
when dec woe potent be reviewed 

(R. I. te Be cess +o . ot 


States v. States 








‘wife’s right to sup- 
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attorne y fee in divorce 


suit. Musick v. Dodson (Mo. 38. C. Full 108 
21.—Contract for personal services. Leavitt v Searle 
(N ) ), seese iunddenké 24 











ARRAS -afinntbueed. 


Domicile of married woman; validity ! © saneeen 
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“divorce. Harvie v. Farnie (Eng. H. of L.), F 
See Alienation ; eer ye 2 Eminent Domain; Exemp- 
tion ; Jurisdiction. 


MARRIED WOMEN: See Jurisdiction ; 


otiable Instrument. 
MASTER AND. ERVANT. Liability of mas- 
ter for assault by servant, 


course of employment. 
Geraty v. Stern (N. Y. 8. C 


—Negligence; defective e} evator ‘chain; : fellow- ser 
vant. “Mulhey y. R. I. Locomotive Works (R. I. 

a MD see. ces 
; servant 


no 


‘leaving sti i without authority. — 


Marriage ; 


. 319 


Neff v. Brown (Ga. 8. C.), 
4.———-; fellowservant. F ne y. City ‘Of Salem (Mass. 
8. C.), Ab. 177 ; Atchison, etc., R. Co. v. Holt (Kans. 
8. ee eh a a Pca ees eine 
5 — as to third Persons. ‘McCullough v.  Heming- 
way (Penn. ©. P.)y IN. ......-.2: 500 cers -cncccevese 485 
6.———; when master not ‘liable for injury to servant; 


Floyd v. Sugden (Mass. 8, C.), Ab.. 
e Neyligence ; Sunday 


MECHANICS’ “LIEN. See Lien. 


fellow serv ant. 


MER( +ER Of debtin judgment Grant v. rs ane n 
N.C. 8.C.), Ab. é 
MINING. Right of support: highway; gas mains ; 


association incorpo- 


corporation; unincorporate a 
P ender Q B.D.), 


rated. Normanton Gas Co. v 
Ab P 
2.—Support of surface e;  eanement: 
v. Michigan Land & I. Co. (Mich.S.C.), Ab. 
See Deed 


MONEY. Had and received; when demand neces- 
sary. Keene v. Sage (Me. 8.C.), Ab. . ......... saben 
MORTGAGE. Assumption by grantee of grantor 
Ww nen r utter not pe eornensd liable. Dean v. Walker 
lil. ), N nd > dee mkeleodin 
——; porta} a release of sure ty. George Vv v. An- 
drews (Md. App.), At re 
3 —Chattel; assignee for creditor. cannot attack ; de- 
scription. Shaw v. Glen (N. J. Ch.), Ab.. 
{.———-, on crop; icant Sims v Mead (Kans. 8. 
C.), Ab EE 


effect of tender to disc harge cm * 
ebt not disc h arged ; suretyship. Mitchell v. Rob- 

cae C. C., Ark.), AbD... 
ceoshune deed as; right of mortgagor to possession 
until default. Ferris y. Wileox (Mich. 8 C.), Ab. 
7.—Deed when construed as. Rockwell v. Saupaeey 
(Wis. S. C.), Ab... ‘ 
3.—Buying part of pre mise 3: 
mier v. Vise (S.C. 8. C.), N 
9.—Demand by agent whe n not sufficient to m: ake non- 


: title unde rs 


——E 


rule as tocredit. Trim- 


payment default. Moore vy. Shelby (Eng. P ¢ Ab. 
10.—Stipulation for attorney's fee, valid. meses v. 

Scoggin (U Ss. C. C., Or.), Ab. Te 7 remes 
11.—Joint, securing indi ividual de bts 3 enistake through 

negligence. Bishop v. Allen (Vt. 8. C.), Ab. 
i2.—Mortgagee cannot foreclose as to land’ acquired for 


ull 


highway. Slicer v. Hyde Park (Vt. 8. C.), F =e 
Guern- 


13.—Title of purchase rof equity of redemption. 


sey Vv. Kendall (Vt. C.), Ab ‘ aie 
See Easement; alana Fire; “Marriage ; Recordin 
Religious Society; Will. 


See In- 


MUTUAL BENEFIT ASSOCIATION 
surance, 
MUNICIPAL BONDS. 
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(Neb. S. C.), Ab .. 
2. —Issued by school ‘distr Cc t “de 


aif 
‘Internal improvement;’ 
Traver v. Merrick Co. 


‘facto binding ‘on suc- 
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o-~ 


wis 


. 438 


516 


ore 


+ whe 


2 
ov 
°9 
23 
438 
376 


497 


466 


60 
WwW; 


ceeding district de jure. School District v. State 
(Kan. 8. C.), Ab ‘Sah 277 
3.—Payable from county ‘funds. County of Knox v. 
J.s.(U0. 8.8. C.), Ab jade a 459 
4.—Validity; implied repeal ; ‘conflict of law. Town of 
Pana v. Bowler (U. 8. 8. C.), Full... ‘aks 269 
5 —Defense; rights of bona jide holders. Copper v. 
Mayor (N. J. Err.), Ab ‘ eas Saat eee 5 
See Conflict of Law 7 Judgment. 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION. Charter under 
control of Legislature; munic ‘pet office not vested 
right. Crook v. People (IIL.8.C.), Ab ... 274 
—Contract by; conveyance of w barlage right; statu- 
tory construc tion; repeal. Crocker v. City ‘of New 
York (U. 8. C. C., N. ¥.), AD .............. 53 


3.—Counter-c claien ; borough cannot “be pure shased. 


Early’s Appeal (Penn. 8. C.) 


Ab : 
4.—County may sue for des stroying highway. Lawrence 


Co. v. Chattaroi R. Co. (Ky. App ), Ab Ke 
5.—Eminent domain ; definition ; ‘ ‘owner;” mo wrtgage 
not; statute. Crane v. City of Dlizabeth (N.J. Err.), 
b 


8 
6.—Excavation on vacant lot ne¢ ir hig hw: ways negligence. , 


Keyes v. Village of Marcellus (Mich. 8. C.), 
7,—Liability af town upon unauthorized obligation. 
Lincoln y, Stockton (Me, 8, C.), Full,,.... 
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a 8.—Power of, to ge gulate liquor traffic. State v.Wash- |_| NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT. Alteration; 
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r 9.—Majority of quorain. “., board may decide. People Ms esGasadeseidetsan-. ipanstwacdidenibiteee, babes 
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Cincinnati Hotel Co. v. Brannan (Ham. Co. D.C., RS Sree me — 
DG EE: du. shonbindedhsibiccehecak Sinan mene rs 143 | 3.--Bill of exchange; liability of drawer to draw: ee; in- 
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363 adelphia (Penn. 8. C.), Ab. 138; (Penn. 8S. C.) : 243 (Ohio 8.C.), Ab. a ab basbietcs ee 
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ate 15.—Right of as to wharfage. The Jenwa ie 8. D. C., 7.—Indorsement; atane ment on back of noe; contract. 
319 Nt aR erm eat eae . 376 Dunning v. Heller (Penn. 8. C.), N. 1233 
‘ See Constitutional Law; - River. 8.—Misuse by maker not defense to surety. “Morris v. 
485 Morton (Neb. 8. C.), Ab 20 
- > — oe , 9.—Note ; agreement ‘by bank to extend time of pay- 
40S NATIONAL BANK. See Bank; Criminal Law. ment, indorser. Peoples’ Bank of Wilikesbarre v. 
NEGLIGENCE Action for, governed by law of Legrand (Penn. 8. C.), N 203 
place. Hyde vy. Wabash, St. L., etc.,R. Co.(lowa | 10.——, equitable defense to, by. accommodation maker. 
fo Speer eae 167 Anthony v. Fritts (N. J. 8.C.), Full.... . 217 
196 - caeaaants oppo: tunity for getting ‘refreshments. 11.—— issued by town officer. Ross. v. Brown (Me. S.C.) 
” Peniston v. Chic., etc., R. Co. (La. 8. C.), N 384 Ab Be ae ae te a a ” 100 
3.—Animal, liability of owner of, negligently pe rmitted 12. —-Signed by one as agent; ‘married woman; admis-— 
to be at large. Annapolis & E. R. Co. vy. Baldwin sion by failure to deny; evidence. Pawlings v. Rob- 
999 ES SS ae ee 128 mee OS ee eae as a 60 
= —— ontributory ; he ping one’s self to poison. Gwynn 13.—Novation; joint note; suretyship. ‘Merchants’ Nat. 
~~ . Duffield (Lows aS. C.), N 3 Bank y. Good (W. Va.8. C 5 wameubee el 
_ 5. ; running horse-car on Sunday. ‘Day v. High- 14.—Over-due draft; defense of equities. Le Due v. 
land St. R Co. (Mass. 8.C.),N .. ee ce ee ees 2235 First Nat. Bank (Minn. 8. C.), Ab . <sanaaee ae 
6.- ; standing on icy street; car platform. Fleck 15 —Uncertainty as to rate of interest. Whitwell v. 
518 v. Union R. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), N case coe B Winslow (Mass. S. C.), Ab ... OE 
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7 cago, etc., R. Co. (lowa, 8. C.), N . . 38 | NOVATION. a obligation extinguishes old. In- 
438 0.———; in crossir £ railroad. Abbott v. Chic ago, etc. ternational Bank y. Coppers (Ill. 8. C.), Ab.......... 140 
m R. Co. (Minn 8. C Ao P F 320 | See Negotiable fap atheodbee 3 
O77 11.--Dangerous obstruction in ‘priv: ite We ay. Cahill v. aan NUISANCE. Cheap tenement house on adjacent 
R Layton (Wis. 8. C ys a : t: trespasse . ¢ annar oat ls land. Faloon v. Schilling (Kans. 8. C.), N 263 
i - fee ae aoe. 4 reet re st Asser. 7 —When injunction will not issue to Sapvent discom- 
516 13. —Duty of contri ac tor to stranger. Heaven v. Pender | ded ee — Daniels v. Keokuk Water 497 
hee (Eng. Q. B. D.), N WaT at ae yp esac, Pig ge ; ea 
— 14.—That prope a ‘destroyec i by negligent fire is insured, ” mon pigintif. Woe tutte cresting; tenant be 6 ~~ 
35 not defense to action. Texas, etc., R. Co. v. Levi _ Co. (U. 8. C.C:, Cal.), Ab en ae a en 292 
1b (s. = : ae = ir of place alleged to be dangerous: ” 4.—Legitimate use of one’s own land not, though an- 
12: 5.—Evidence; repair of place alleged to be dangerous; noying neighbors. Falloon v, Schilling (Kans. 8. 
ani previous and subsequent accidents at place. Morse C.). Ak 435 
. v. Minneapolis, etc., R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Ab..... -- 319 .. ws AE eae : oe “ado gga Retained bo 
438 . : . mas See ae ae 5.—Not injurious to health ; statutory construction. 
5. avation in railroad way. Omaha, ete, R. Co. Local Board of Health v. tron Co. (Eng, Q. B. D.) 
ane Martin (Neb. S.C), Ab. ahi vicen Fu ll . : BR ‘ Ee ’ 291 
316 17.—Foot passenger crossing railway ‘trac k. Davey v. a 6.—Ringing of be lis. Leete v. "pile rriin G ‘ong. Church 
aie London, etc., R. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab. ........... 337 ae 1. App.) S 43 
497 18.—Injury to child playing on turn-table. Houston, - Ba AM Pog et public w ater works. Daniels v. 
466 etc., R. Co. v. Simpson (Tex. 8. C.) Ab 342 : eokuk Water Works Gow aa C.).N 3 
Ob 19.—Highway, excavation unguarded near ‘land dedi- "S o 3h eal ai Corpor siiDe. 2. AERP RARE 
460 cated for. State v. Society for Est. Useful Mfs. (N. i . me pore 
a: J.8.C.), Full oo ss ~ : ow 443 | OFFICE AND OFFICER. Officer, army, president 
v 20.——-; obstructing. Wilkins v. Day (Eng. Q B. D.}, N. 482 has power to remove; judgment of court- martial 
21.—Ice on railway; contributory; brakeman jumping conclusive collaterally.” Keyes v. U. 8. (U.8.S.C.), 
from train. Piquegno v. Chic. & G. T. R. Co. (Mich. P BS es ne Td ve ot eee es . 495 
8. C.), } ves ---- 403 | 2, de facto cannot maintain action against count 
—Fire set by engine. ‘Missouri P. R Co. vy. Kincaid. oe People v. Potter (C val 8 Ce Ab. ' 2 y- 56 
, (Kans. 8. C), Min scan kinks atcnananee - vee uapinsees $17 | 38. , public; reduction of salary; statutory con- 
256 23.—Indiscreet conduct caused by terror, not. Mark v. 3 struction; power of Congress to pedues; impairing 
St. Paul, etc., R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Full.......... 167 contract. U.S.v.Fisher (U.S. S.C.),Ab.. .. ........ 476 
24.—Injury causing death gives but one cause of action. _ 4.——, public; gompenention. cana sen v. Lafayette 
QI7 ee kA ee 274 i 4 Y 2 eens 157 
25 to public officer by falling down unprotected 5.—Liability of prothonotary satisfying judgment by 
459 elevator while examining building in night time. mistake. Van Etten v. Comm. (Penn. 8.C.), Ab.... 139 
Parker v. Barnard (Mass. 5.C.),N .. ......... 243.) 6.—Forfeiture of offic ‘e by failure to file bond: Clark 
269 26. —In conducting launc h. Steamship Bentwick Co. v. a "9, FETE | Reereees 451 
Potter (Eng P.D),N. .. ws. 2. esse 343 | 7.—Removal of judge ‘by address constitutional law. 
55 27.—Licensee injured in building being repaired. Comm.v.Harriman (Mass.8.C.), Full.. ..... ....se0- 329 
Batchelor v. Fortesque (Eng. App.), Ab.. 479 See Recording. 
28.—Master and servant; conflict of law; ste atute of an- ’ 
other State ; railroad. Herrick vy. Minneapolis, etc... | PARENT AND CHILD. Custody of child ; surren- 
O74 R. Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Ab. eee . - 358 der by parent; habeas corpus. Bonnett vy. Bonnett 
” 29.—Duty of master ; co-servants ; appeal : exces sive PE Oe” Signalman gna OR nti.) Maina p 334 
damages. Wabash Rk. Co. v. McDaniels (U.8.8.C.), 2,\No implied contract between, as to services or sup- 
53 on MDs es 136 port. Miller’s Appeal (Penn 8.C.), Ab.. ....... 18 
= 20.—Raliroad crossing highway by dedication. Brownell 3.—Gift of piano from former to latter r; ‘when valid. 
437 . Troy, etc., R. ii 4h? eras 454 Ross v. Draper (Vt.S.C.), N 323 
, 31 station moh Ry when visitor not trespasser. 4.—Legitimacy dependent rae law of domi¢ ile of par- 
‘ McKone v. Mich. Cent. R. Co. (Mich. 8. C.), N....... 383 ent. Matter of Andros (Eng. Ch. D.), Full...... 429 
83 32.—Unsafe building; owner leaving eapmapted eleva- 5.—Surrender of custody of child. Bonnett v. New- 
tor hole liable to policeman entering building at meyer (lowaS.C.), No .... 0s cee ee no oe Sie a 
98 — andinjured. Parker v. Barnard (Mass. 8. C.), ” ang See Advancement; Infancy ; Specific Performance. 
4AD 2. ween e+ eeeesee e+ececes Ars » cai 
10 33 leased premises; icy passage way. W oods V. PARTIES, ) oon of tort. Keegan v. Hayden " 996 
1% Naumkeag Steam C. Co (Mass. 9.0. )y MD. cosscceeces 77 . eer, etree te 
‘iin See Bank; Carrier; Evidence; Innkecper ; Maritime Law: | PA RTNERSHIP. Agreement as to share in profits; ; 
506 Master and Servant; Municipal Corporation : Railroad : usury; SoG San Senne. Case v. Fish (Wis. 5.C.), 
Sunday ; Telegraph ] BBisvces 000 ¢: 0 couse sacs ‘a ORO 
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PARTNERSHIP— Ganttened. Page. 
2.—Construction of contract; firm and individual Por 
erty and eenaands Valentine vy. Hickle (Ohio 8 
Ab.. ‘ sees BOD 
.—Dissolution ; : claim of outgoing: partner ‘on firm 
property. Parker v. Merritt (Lil. S. C ; 
-———; notice of. Gilchrist v. Brande (W is 8. GC.) Ab. 
5.—Judgment note of, in payment of, individual debt 
of ww invalid. Me semppemened 3 sep (Penn. 
§ , A e 
.—Presumption as to note in firm name. 
Crowley (Kans. 8. C ), Ab .. 
7.—Share in profits does not make pi artner of ‘employ ee. 
Hampers’ Appeal (Mich. 8. C.), Ab. 
8.—What is not KY? aed transaction. 
ak (N.0. S.C.) Ab , 
See ( abet y $ Jurisdie tion: P ccyme nt. 
PARTY- WALL. Title to; right to use. Andrae v. 
Haseltine (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 
PATENT. Aastenmant of, does not affect title of 
inventor where renewed by special act. Fire Ex- 
y > yee Mfg. Co. v. Graham. wih S. C. C. Va.), 


L19 
178 


Lindh v. 
Cc ovington v. 


498 


2.—Combination necessary Pe ‘valid. Clark, Pomace 

Holder Co. y. Ferguson (U. ©.C., N. ¥.), Ab 
3.—Infringement; unpatent: able invention; fare boxes; 
 waw Slawson v. Grand St., etc. R. Co. (U.S. 
C.), Ab. ‘ P 

4. p. KE. not passing to administrator of licensee ; 
infringement. Oliver v. Rumford Chemical Works 
(U.8.8.C.), Ab . 3 

5.—New result ; 
Badische Anilin 
(Eng. Ch. D ), Ab.. 5 

6.—No patentable novelty in ‘putting two locks on one 

door. Yale Manufacturing Co. v. Berkshire Nat 

a eer S.C. C. Mass.), N 

Void for want of novelty. 
8.C), Ab 

8.—Reissue of ¢ a ation. : ‘barb wire fence. 
burn & M. Co. Fuchs (U. 8. C. C., Mo.), 

9.— Roller process 3 tor flour Pi ww invalid. 

v. Yaeger Milling Co. (U.S ), Ab 
10.—Telephone process of, pz te - able. Americ an Bell 
Tel Co. v. Dolbear (U.S.C. C., Mass.) Full... 

11.—Use of invention in foreign country. Worswick v. 
Steiger (U. 5S. C. C.,), Ab... ‘ 

12. —Unsigned oo commissioners and secretary of in- 
terior invalid ; suc necent in office cannot sign. 
Marsh v. Nichols (U C., Mich.), Ab. 

13. —s fence mac Ody assignine nt. Washburn & M. 
Co. v. Griesche (U. 8. C. C, Mo.), Ab... 

See L imitationa. 

PAYMENT. poptions ation of partnership. 
v. Stanhope (R. I. 

2.— By check; application a ‘cack. 
Nat. Bank (Vt. S.C Ab 

3.— Negotiable iashenanans act ‘epted ‘is not unle: ss paid; 
town debt. Atkinson v. Minot (Me. 8. C.), Ab.... 5 

4.— Worthless note of third eae accepted ; w hen 
not. Vallier v. Ditson (Me. 8. C.), A ne ¢ 


See Usage. 
PEDDLING. See Constitutional Law. 
PENALTY 


When crown entitled to ac ton - in- 
former. Bradlaugh v. 4 


Clark (Eng. H. L.), Ab. 
PENSION. See Criminal Law 
PERJURY. See Criminal Law. 
PHYSICIAN. See Criminal Law. 
PLEADING 


Alleging corporate existence unneces- 
oer. Union Cement Co. v. Noble (U, 8. C. C. 


infringement. by ‘different process 
and Soda Fabrick y. Levinstein 


Trostel (U. 8 
Wash- 
| eer 
Downton 


King v 


Cornells 


Ps uge 'y. Baxter 


» Mich. 


Ab 
— When misjoinder need not be raised by demurrer ov: 
angen ; certiorari. Woodworth v. Gibbs (lowa 8. ( 
4 Ww hether verified or not. determined by 
served. Knowles v. Fret (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 


PLEDGE. pores wa fraud. oxen v. 
Manufac. Co. (RK. I. Ae Se 


‘ian Bank. 
POSSESSION 


steed 
4 


Sprague 
°° 


revails where commen rx equai. 


Town of St. Johnsbury v. Morrill (Vt. , Full. 
POST-OFFICE. Carrige of letters in prs ‘by 

vate Lp Blackman v. Gresham (U.S. © ‘ 

N.Y 

— Delivery of letter to mail carrier ‘equiv: alent to de- 

posit in post-office; judicial notice of time, distance 

and geography. Pearce v. Langfitt (Penn. 8. C.), Ab 
PRACTICE Advane e on calendar. Poindexter v. 

Greenhow (U. 8. C.), Ab am 

— Clerk's fees anh * paid in advance. 

" Richman (U.S. 8S. C.), Ab ‘ 
3. Ts to grand Sean not. available ‘after plead- 

ing. U. v. Gale (S.C. S.), : 41 

See Contract; Patent; Trial 


Steever v. 


PRIVILE GE. Commnuniantion: commercial agency ; 
445 


Marr “iaye * 


Trussell v. Scarlett (U.S8.C.C., Md.), N 
Attorney and Client; Evidence ; 
Slander and Libel. 


libel 
See Agency; 





PROBATE LAW. Agreement to make will; power 
of disposition; exercise and revocation. Wilks vy. 
Burns (Md. App.), Ab .... sine Ge 
2.—Benefit of covenant personal property; ; will: abso— 
lute interest to donee. Matter of Adams and Vestry, 
etc. (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab 298 
3.—Residue; lapsed bequests ; 
Blight (Eng. mee.) He .. 2rcsee ‘ eis ae 
See Administrator ; Attorne yi ‘Will. 
PROMISSORY NOTE. See Negotiable Instrument. 
PROPERTY. Board of trade, membership | in not lia- 
ble fordebts. Barclay v. Smith (L1.S C.), Full 1 
2.—In invention py employee. Joliet Manf. Co. v.Dice 
(1 8.C.), Full 
3. <Membership in stock board is, and liable for debts. 
Eliot v. Merchants’ Exchange (St Louis App.), Full 
4.—Produce exchange, membership in, an anes t liable 
for debts. Matter of Werder (U.S.C J.), Full. .17¢ 
PROXIMATE CAUSE. Holeince oe ert on bigh- 
), Ful 


way. Spaulding v. Winslow (Me. 8. C. 


PUBLIC USE. See Eminent Domain. 
RAILROAD, Level é rossing of highw ay | negligence. 


Gray Vv to. (Eng Q.B.D.), A 379 
( Se sinubieanal’ hy ° « ‘orporation ; Emine nt ‘Domain: 
Master and ‘Servant ; Negligence. 


RAPE. See Criminal Law; Ev ide nee. 


REAL ESTATE. Rights of one in possession; 
abandonment. Mitchell v. Carder (W. Va ; 


RECE PT. WwW em c renditions f in binding, though not 
read. Watkins v. Rymill (Eng.Q.B.D.), Full 

RECORDING. Of deed from owner of equitable 
title not notice to grantee of ane title. Hoult v. 
Donahue (W. Va. 8. C ), Ab 
2.—Imputation of absolute ve rity: Interlineations 
erasures. State v. West (W. Va. S. C.), Ab.. 

3 —Misnomer in judgment; where purchasers pro- 
tected against lien in wrong name. Grundies v. 
Reid (Ill. 8. C.), Ab 

4.—Mortgage, unrec orded, 
itor with notice. Morris v 

5 —Officer’s liability for error in record. 
State (N. J. Err.), Full 

RELIGIOUS SOCIETY. Mortgnae by patie a- 
tion. Scott v. Methodist Church (Mich. b. 

2.—Relation between and its church. 
Second Baptist Church (Mich. 8S. C.), Full 

3 —Right of pastor to access to church. W hitecar v. 
Michenor(N. J. Ch ), Full rented 

See Ecclesiastical Law. 


REMOVAL OF CAUSE. That corporation de- 
fendant, chartered by United States, has defense 
under charter, when not ground for. Texas & Pac. 
R. Co v. Me Allister. (Tex. 8. C.), Ab .... 

2.—Order of State court w he 3 not necessary 
Tex. Trunk R. Co. (U. >. C.), Ab 

3.—Parties and residence. | Wi inchester v. Loud (U. 
Ss. C.).. AD... ‘ 

4. ry: by ‘one ‘defendant in inter rple: ider. Mutual 
L. Ins. Co. Allen (Mass. 8S. C.), At 7 ' 

5.—Petition cones aver citizenship not on sidence. Mer- 
amy ol Nat. Bank of New York v. Brown (U.S. C. ’ 

La.), Ab .. 5 4 r 

6 a roper citizenship e xisting at applic ation enough ; ; ’ 
residence does not imply citizenship. Glover v. 

Shepperd. (U.S.C. C., Wis.) Ab 

7.—Suit attacking a judgment. Stackhouse v. 
(U.8. C. C., La.), / 

8. Suit on bond of United States 
law. F eibe Iman Vv. 


real estate. Matter ‘of 


See 


and 
2 or 


valid as to judgment cred- 
White (N. J. Er.), Ab. 
Appleby v. 


“Hardin v. 
> 


Snow v. 


Zuntz 


‘marshal; 


‘conflict 6 of 
Packard (U.8. 8. C.), Ab........ 5 


9.—U “w. J * local prejudi ce” act. Myers v. Swann (U. 
8. 8S. Mn. ea a 
10.—C ead iip. "Gibson \ v. Bruce ( .S.8. CG) iP Ab . re 
See Jur isdiction. 
|; REPLEVIN. When demand unnecessary. Keleher ‘ 
v. Clark (Mass. 8. C.), Ab ‘ 478 ; 
REVENUE. Drawback; ri; ght to, not dependent on , 
official regulations but on law; Cowy. _ ; court 
of claims. Campbell vy. U.S. ( S.8.C.), 2 
REVENUE OFFICER. 7 ieee” < 
RIPARIAN RIGHTS. See River; Water and 7 
Water-course, F 
RIVER. Navigable; Ohio river; rights of riparian . 
owners; municipal corporation; wharf. Town of 
Ravenswood vy. Flemming (W. Va. 8. C.), Ab 
ROBBERY. See Criminal Law. 
SALE. For cash: payment may be waived; title. 
Heller v. Elliott (N. J 8S. C.), Ab ; s 
2.—Delivery ; potenmaties as to ‘place. Janney v. 
Sleeper (Minn. S. C.), Ab.. r c 
_———} rescission cannot be made after property has 
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4.—Good will. Berga 


mini v. Bastian (La. 8. C.), 


Page. 


N. 303 


5.—When complete delivery need not be tendered at 
jletime. Raberts v. Mazeppa Mill 


one time: reasonal 





Co. (Minn. 8.C.), Ab. . 79 
6.—Of personal property; delivery ; eeatepe ‘of frauds. ae! 
Taylor ¥ Mueller (Minn. 8S. C .- 5F 
¥. breach of contract Mei is ‘. Yokum (U. 8. C. 
Cu Or. ), Ab ileus . a 318 
 amnnmantt de slivery by order on carrier ; title to property 
burned. Newhall v, Langdon (Ohio 8. C 335 


9.- ; to be shipped; 


Ab 
payment due when bill of 


lading 


presented Sanders v. Maclean (Eng. App.), Ab.. 519 


10.—Of real estate; aX 
Matter of Gloag 
ll ~Of reaping mach 


‘immediate notice” 


(Mich S.C.), Ab 
12.—Of spirits to mino 

$.C.),N 
13.—Stoppage in transi 

cenpens goods 


»0d title may be insisted 
Eng. Ch. D.), Ab 


upon. 


ine ; warranty ; right to return; 


Wood Machine Co 


v. Smith 


r; treating Siegel v. State (Ill, 


fu; agent of vendee receiving and 


Kendall v. Marshall (Eng. 


See “Contract : Conversion ; Fraud: St nday Ve 

Purchaser. 
SALVAGE See Maritime Law. 
SAVINGS BANK. See Bank 


SCHOOL DISTR 
board. Brown v 


See 


SEDUCTION See 


ICT Liability for tee 


School District (Vt. 8. C. 
M icipal Bonds 
Criminal Law. 


SERVICE. Of summons on witness attending 


Massey v. Colville 


SHERIFF. Deed: 











N. J. S.C.), Full 


of; when it takese weet s adverse 





App.), 
. 379 
ndor and 


acher'’s 
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g trial. 


possession Cowles v. Coffey (N.C. S.C.) .......... A 
2.—Execution, duty and liability on. Adams vy. Disstow 

(N. J. Err.), Ab , ae i 55 
8.—Indemity to; contribution between indemnifiers. 

Fisher v. Getman (Minn. 8. C.), AD ... . ..-.-sccccce 7 

4.- Liability for escape; when debtor not liable to 
Carpenter v. Fifield (R. I. 5S. ¢ win 58 

See Juror ; Sunday. 

SLANDER AND LIBEL. Libel; charge against 
public officer; newspaper rights. Negley v. Farrow 
(Md. App.), Ab .. 436 

3. > wh: wt constitutes lability of partner. “Wood 
ling v. Knickerbocker (Minn. 8. ©.) P {4 

3.—Privileged eomennake ition; oath on masonic inves- 
tigation. Mix v. Caldwell (Ky. App.), Ab -. 464 

4 ———-+; letter sent by mistake to wrong person. a 
son v. Dashwood (Eng. Q_ B. D.), N ae 183 

5.—Slander; expressions indicating sus picions not ac 
tionable. Burns y. Willlams. (N.C. S.C.), Ab ... 254 

6 —; by remarks of members at club meeting ; re- 
mote damage. Chamberlain v. boyd (Eng. App.) .. 200 

2 ; quantum of evidence. Bell v. McGinness (Ohio 
$8. C. Com.), Full. ae Rare 433 

8. ; words imputing criminal offense slanderous 
Webb vy. Beavan (Eng. Q. B. D.), Full ......... - 429 
See “P ley 

SLANDER OF TITLE > hat essential to action. 
Andrew y. Deshler ( . SS Seer? 294 

SLEEPING CAR COMP! ANY Duty? to prope arly 
wire passenger. Nevin y. Pullman P. Car Co. (Ill 

of | a errr ee rare ee 

SPECIFIC PERFOR MAN CE. Of agreement to 
lease. Williams v. Brisco (ng.), Ab............. 59 

2.—Consideration; services ‘of jult child for ] arent; 
statuteof frauds. Warren v. “V urren (Il. 8 Ab. 140 

3.—Statute of frauds; sale by auctioneer. Jac bans Vv 
Nicolson (Ga. 8S. C Ab ; rary gree ree 17 

4.—Vendor’s de priving himse elf of title not defense. 
Welborn y. Sechrist (N. C of ee Pere »D 


—Verbal agreement 


to execute written lease; oauita- 


* ble action. Seaman y. Asc herman (Wis. 5 
reed of course ; equity cal ‘dili- 


6.—Will not be dec 
gence essential. | 


STATUTE OF L 


tions, 


Fowler v. Marshall (Kans. 8.C. 
SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. See Criminal Law. 
STATUTE OF FRAUDS. 
tract or purchase 
Grashen y' C. 8. C.) 


Ab 
See Fraud 


IMITATIONS. See L 


STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION. | Cle 


pressions of intention will control literal interpreta- 


tions. Wellman y 
2.—Construction wh 
holders of Hudson 
3.—Title of act will 
Evernham y. Hulit ( 
See Criminal Law; 


Bergman (N. J.8.C.), Ab.. 


ere ambi guity State y. 
Cio We Eels BM ona essecees 
not supply defects in st 
N.J.S8 Re MD dnccdseceae 


Munie ipal Cor poration ; 
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SUNDAY. Barber’s business on. Reg. v. Tagter (Ont. 


P. D.), N 






-tiendion telegr raph on, “when nec essary. tulf, etc , 
B. Ga. Os Be GOR. Bx Gals Beek nes0scccdsoce AS: 

3.—BSheriff’s notice “ one in Sunday paper Shaw v 
Williams (Ind. 5S. Full. 


4.—Negligent and mi: ehous ‘inju: "y to traveller on; 
master and servant; "oe for servant's acts. 
Wallace v. Merrimac R. Nav. Co. (Mass 8. C.), Ab. 
5.—Service of process, on; void and actionable ; exem- 
plary damages. Morris vy. Shew (Kans. 8. C.), Ab.... 


SURETYSHIP. Additional security will not dis- 
T 282 


charge. Stalling v. Lane (N. C tT Sane 
2.—Construction of guaranty ; seathaiions guaranty. 
Tootle v. Elgutter (Neb. S.C.) Ab. .......... 
3.—Creditor not subrogated to security taken by surety. 
Hampton vy. Phipps (U. 8.8. C.), Full. 
4.—Liability of P yrincipal to surety. Matthews v. Hall 
SN ES rr ere ea 
5.--Bond for fide lity avoided by imposing new duties ; 
corporation. Bensinger v. Wren (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.. 
6.—Not discharged by extension of time to pay, but 
rese —_—s right to sue. Jones y. Sarchett (lowa 8, 
Ge Man eat eesduaed “kak Sbeb—en thes, Recess oe 
7.—Official bond ; obligation confined to e xpre ss terms. 
City of Hz irrisonville v. Porter (Mo. 8. C.), Ab. 


8.—Partnership notes ; withdrawal of partner. r. Moore 


v. Topliff (Ill. 8. C.), Ab 
9.—Passive neglect of creditor ‘to enforce security does 
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oid 
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139 
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not release surety. Knicht’s Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), Ab. 156 
10.—Right of surety to benefit of creditors’ securities. 
Forbes vy. Jackson (Eng. Ch. D.), Full.. 457 
e Attorney; Evidence; Fraud; Juror: Mortgage; : Negli- 
yence ; Negotiable Instrument; Undertaking. 

TAXATION Debts owing name zonttont not tax- 
able. Goldgart v. People (Ill. Ab 27 

2.—Payment of taxes, when not <onngulsory, ‘Union 
Ins. Co. v. Allegheny (Penn. 8. C.), N.. 322 

3.—Taxes paid by mistake recoverable ; “mandamus. 
Wicks v. Westcott (Md. App cs. -<ksav odmande 37 
See Bank; Constitutional Law : Injune tion. 

TAX SALE. See Damages. 

TELEGRAPH. Conditions limiting wind as to. 
Heiman v. Western Un. Tel. Co. (Wis. 8. C.), Full.. 287 

2.—Negligence; mental suffering not ground uf action 
for non- are sry. Gulf West., etc., R. Co. v. Levy 
(Tex. S 2 See re ea 192 

3 ; Ww \ may recover; measure of damages. Gulf 
ete., B. Oo. ¥. Levy (Tex. 8. ©.), Nu.es ccccces 43 

See Sunday. 

TELEPHONE. See Patent. 

TENANCY. Incommon; co-tenant pusc : asing out- 
standing title. Montague y. Selb (Ill. ), Ab. . 2 

2.—By entirety sone yi ance to wt kG pe wife. 
Myers v. Reid (U.S. C. C., Or.), Ab . 516 

3.—Tenant in rot liable for rents and ‘Profits 
Basal ¥. Merrill (NJ. CR.); AB. .c.cc00 cocaves 418 

TITLE suilding on hee of athens. Pope v. Skin- 
oy es 2 Se errr 199 

2.—Equities as between successive ww: of chose 
in action. Matter of wepuebeiedlenes * % > ee Bok 
| aie evans iciaan 153 

3.—To indemn ity fund. Cross v. ‘Hayes (N 28, ©) , Ab. 198 

4.—To lumber cut; attachment. Dickerman Vv. ” Ray 
(Vt. § C.), Ab.. dune <a peel ceca neaeeeed culaeuoue 357 

5.—Of railroad company purchasing from. mortgagor. 
Wade v. He onnessy (Vt. 8. C.), Ab P - . 460 
See Bank; Execution: Vortyage 2 Sale. 

TORT. Sadgment satisfled against one wrong-doer 
bars action as to others. Luce vy. Dexter (Mass. 8. 
Dake Bisa acesses siéertedbescetaks jae dubs tenehond . 399 

TRADE-MARK ‘Combination of ‘let tters and fig- 
ures to create similitude, infringement. Avery v. 
Meikle (Ky. App.), Ab..... Koh pb ckeee ee keeeie ae 273 

2.—Containing mis represent: ition not asrees ted. Man- 
hattan Medicine Co. v. Wood (U. .C.), Full...... 89 

3.—Does not exist in name of pate ste ye le; sewing 
machine. Wilcox , G_ Sewing Mi achine Co. vy. Gib- 
bons’ Frame (U.S. Digie Be b ban woe. 

4.— Infringement ; Pd can Mg actionable ‘injury. 
Miller Tobacco Manufactory v. Commerc. (N.J.8.C), 
Bitsnassace seen cng ien.ed< a kedine 
Trade name will be protected a as. Gray v. Taper- 
sleeve Pulley Works (U. Penn.), AD... SF 

6.— When passes to an assignee ion c wo Warren 
v. Warren Thread Co. (Mass. 8.C.), Ab. .. .... ..... 278 

7.—** Samaritan ” not for medicine. ‘beamond’ 8 ‘appeal 
COG: GM Th cccc. eutiatscctseddeteiaesnt: etaminaks 42 

8.— Sign le aced over P lace of business. Eg zers y. Hink 
(Cal. C.), N. ; aR ri 

9.—* “Sliced animals,’ ‘etc.; valid. Sel- 
chow v. Baker (N. Y. C. Ay Seer rr sit 

TRESPASS Entry by cine company on con- 
demned lands. iene lape Toledo, etc wee Co. verges 
ee eer (450. Ahk eehoar ° anon . 19 
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TRESPASS—Continued. 
2.— a landlord in removing tenant’s goods. 
. Graffam (U.8.C. C ass.), Ful as 
See Ne gligence 
TRIAL. Charge to jury; on moral ques stions 
v. MeCox (N. C. 8. C.), Ab ee 
2.— Practice at; es rs to request toe harge. 
State (N. J. 8. C.), Ab.. - 
3.— New, for dane Fn expressions ‘by counsel. C 
land Paper Co. v. Banks (Neb. S. C.) N tad 
ee Intoricating Liquor 
UST. Free ‘from liability for beneficiary’s debts, 
not liable for alimony. Thackasa v. Mintzer (Penn. 
i, Se ae ox Base wend ise J ‘ 
2.— Fund not attachable for trustee 
mingling trust funds with his own 
Davenport (Me. 8. C.), Ab. ... : 
3.— Life tenant entitled to entire i 
change of investments Hemenway 
(Mass. 8. C.), Ab 
4.—For saying masses void. 
Super ), N.. 
5.— By will for 
(Mass. 8. C.), 
TRUSTEE. ‘ 
liable for default of 
Gaunt (Eng.), Ab 
“a hase ¥ wee t prope rty by. 
J.Ch.), Ab 


UNDERTAKING. 
date; y Se hee 
(Ga. 8. C Ab 

USAGE. UY ocal as to tenant's right to flints on lease do 
land. Tucker v. Eng L 
-- — “n not binding ;: payment to commercial trz ave i 

Janney Vv Boyd (Minn. 8. C 


USURY. Must be ab initio. Whestes | v. 


tlie . of Low 


‘s debt; trustee 
Houghton v 


terest of fund; 
v. Hemenway 


Gilman vy. McArdil (N. Y. 


masses, valid, Schouler vy. Williams 


when not 


of care required of ; 
Speight v. 


broker sn aactane 


Degree 
Carson v. 


not invali- 
v. Hendrix 


error will 
Mann 


Clerical 
amendment. 


Sing rer 


Eborn (N. C 


* Constitutional Lau 
nership. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER 
in deed; when not ground for compensation. 
v. Baker (Eng. Q. B. D ), Ab....... : 


VENUE. See Crunin l La u 
WAREHOUSEMAN 


receipt to third party. 
8. C.), N. 

WATER AND WATER-COURSE. 
as to sewage and drainage not implied. 
Froughton (Eng. App.), Ab.... 

maintain nied 

Aqueduct Co, (Mass. 8. C. 


See C on 


Misdescription 
Joliffe 


indorsement of 
Oldham (Mass 


Bailment; 
Hallgarten v. 


‘Basement 
Watson v. 


» , Marsh v. Haverhill 


2.——— 10 


: Contract ; Part- 
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3.——; right to collect water and discharge on an- 
other's land; railroad. Ratlike v. Gardner (Mass. 8. 


Ab 
4 —Injune tion to restrain pollution by Sewage. Charles 
v. Finchley Local Board (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab 
5.—Rights of riparian owners. Ormerod v. Te smargen 
Mill Co. (Eng. App.), Full, 349; Kensit v. Gt. E, 
Co, (Eng. Ch. D.), Full 
See Cove enant. 


WHARFAGE. Eminent Domain: ‘Municipal 


Corporation 


WIDOW 


Van Steenwyck v 


See 


Insanity of, defeats right of e x ction; will. 


Vashburn (Wis. 7. Cc es 
WILL Attestation ; construction; set tae tt nec- 
essary Moale v. Cutting (Md. App.), Ab.... 
2.—Construction ; devise of income does not carry "es- 
tate. Bowen vy. Dayton (R. 1.8. C.), Ab. 
; vested remainder descending to heirs. 
of Brown (N. Y. App.), Ab.. bein nie 
; validity dependent upon condition. 
ford’s Admstr. v. Bradford (Ky. App ), Ab P 
5.—Definition of legacy; trust in executor to act in dis- 
cretion ; power of court. Bacon v. Bacon (Vt. 8. C.), 
Ab. ‘ ‘ 
}.-———; ‘* near relative,” 
statute of distribution. 
App.), | ae 
7.—Devise to one while unmarried ; ; divorce. 
Well (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab .... 
in trust for %y sligious 
renius (Ohio 8.C Full 


‘those who would take under 
Handley yv. Wrightson (Md. 


purposes. Sowers v. Cy- 
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Matter 
i ac 
 Brad- 


sees see. @ 
Knox v. 
bat 


—Erasures in, a ee execution by testator ; ; evidence. 
or 


Whe lloc k (Eng. Pro. D.). Ful 
Matter of Stannard (E ng. ¢ wh. D. ), 


Sturton v. 
.—Gift to * 
Ab 
inconsistent limitation void. 
J. Ch.), 2 
2.—Gift in restraint of marriage. 
(Eng.), Ab ERS . Rs 
Life estate, with power of disposition, not fee. 
Cory v. Cory (N. J. Ch.), Ab 
Power to sell does not include power to mortge ize ; 
beneficiaries joining in mortgage; equitable relief. 
Wilson v. Maryland L. Ins. Co (Md. App.), Ab.. .. 
15.—Revival of former by wo * Sepempeneece latter. Pickins 
v. Davis (Mass. S. C.), 4 
See Probate Law: 


WITNESS. See Evidence. 
WORDS. See Definition. 
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Hoxey v 


‘Pickard v. Halroyd 


+ Trust S Widow. a 


Hoxey (N. 7 
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